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In support of the Daily 

TO THE DAILY, 

Just a quick note of support 
to the Daily editors, staff and 
contributors in these trying 
days. It is disquieting when a 
student society executive such as 
this year’s SSMU allows itself to 
be manipulated by a small, 
disgruntled group of students 
into enacting something so 



irresponsible as the referendum 
question going to McGill 
undergraduates next week 
regarding their funding of the 
DPS. 

For the record, the Post- 
Graduate Students’ Society 
members are happy as ever to 
support the DPS. Nor are we 
questioning our financial 
commitment in this regard. 
Further, the higher level of 
democracy practised within the 
PGSS would never allow a small 
group of our members to 



succeed even this far with such 
an embarassment as this 
referendum. In the event of an 
unfavourable result from the 
referendum, I want to assure 
you that the PGSS will Fight any 
SSMU presentation to the 
McGill Board of Governors. 

If I can do anything else to 
help out please let me know. 



In Solidarity, 

Stephen Targett 
President, The Post-Graduate 
Students’ SodetyofMcGill University 
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Wednesday, October 25 ^ 

•LBGTM’s Bisexual Discussion Group meets in the Women’s Union 
(Shatner 423) at 17li30. Men and Women are both welcome. 

Thursday, October 26 

•LBGTM’s Womyn’s Discussion Group meets in the Women’s Union 
(Shatner 423) at 18h. Come out for stimulating discussion. 

Friday, October 27 

•Financial PCOC Meeting, Room B09 Shatner Building, 14h. For 
information contact Kelly Remai, VP Finance at 398-6802. 



Rights and coverage are 
not bought and sold 

One thing you do not get 
for $6.70 is coverage. No 
student or group on campus, no 
matter how large, has the right 
to control the content of the 
Daily. As individuals, each 
student has an equal share in the 
Daily and any action by 
member(s) of the Daily 



Publications Society (DPS) to 
determine its content would 
violate every other member’s 
right to a free and independent 
press, which they acquired by 
paying their fees. The DPS 
constitution protects this right. 

Debate arises because some 
view the $6.70 as a subscription 
fee rather than as a share in a 
non-profit corporation. They 
believe they are buying the 
content of the Daily, and object 
because they have no choice. 

The $6.70 levy creates a 
forum, free of influence from 
any political body, in which 
students can debate issues of 
importance to them. In return, 
students are guaranteed the 
following: 

_ to have letters and Hyde 
Parks published in the Daily. 

_ to choose who will sit on 
the DPS Board of Directors, 
which oversees the financial 
operations of the Daily. 
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_ to affect coverage in the 
Daily by contributing. 

The Daily and its staff 
cannot be faulted if individual 
members of the DPS do not 
exercise these rights, which all 
possess equally. The staff is 
made up of people who do, and 
out of this collective emerges the 
editorial content of the paper. 

The Daily is one of the 
many student publications on 
campus. Together these offer 
the student a spectrum of views 
on many issues. The Daily is a 
part of this spectrum which 
knows no equal. Each 
publication has its virtues and 
flaws, but each is integral to 
ensure the diversity of the 
whole. The Daily is a 
fundamental part of this vibrant 
community. 

Thomas White 
U2 ARTS 
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1801 de Maisonneuve W., 
corner St-Mathieu 
Suite 730 



Tel.: 989-7245 

Exit St-Mathieu 



398-8500 



7 DAYS A WEEK 
6:00 P.M.-12:00 A.M. 



LISTENING, REFERRALS AND 
SUPPORT GROUPS 



INFORMATION LINE 398-2700 
MON.-FRI. 9:30 A.M. TO 5:30 P.M. 
ROOM 430 SHATNER BUILDING 



McGill 



McGill University 
Faculty of Law 



Fourth Annual McGill Lecture in Jurisprudence and Public Policy 



John Rawls 



James Bryant Conant University Professor Emeritus 
at 

Harvard University 



‘The Idea of Public Reason’ 



Wednesday, November 8, 1995, 17:00 



New Chancellor Day Hall, Moot Court 
3644 Peel Street 



Vt/i d’honneur to follow 



Closed-circuit viewing will be 
provided for overflow audience 



Inquiries: Peter Benson 
(514) 398-6618 




With Support from the Beatty Memorial Lectures Committee 



OPTOMETRIST 



Eyes Examined 
Eye Glasses (2 for i) 
Contact Lenses (from $89) 
Student Discount 



Dr. David Kwavnick, O.D. 
1535 Sherbrooke St. W. 
(corner Guy) 

933-8700 



Presented by the Centre for East Asian 

n ». . '•-»_ .1 _ r . if 



Research with the full support of the 
Consulate General oflapan at 
Montréal. 



ANESE 



All Films are in Japanese with English 
sub-titles. 



FILM FESTIVAL 

AT McGILL UNIVERSITY 



THURSDAY, OCTOBER 26 

Love Letter 

(KOI BUMI) 1985/109 MINS. • DIRECTED BYTATSUMI KAMISH1RO 




Exlra Special - ^ Î 

SALON RALPH! 

I Women's & Men's Hair Stylists ,| 

,i Perm $25 || 

I I with coupon 



FRIDAY, OCTOBER 27 

FREE&EASYPART2 

(TSUR1BAKANISSHI 2) 1989/95 MINS. • DIRECTED BY TOM IO KURIYAMA 



WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 1 

Uneasy Encounters 

(KOWACARU HITOBITO) 1994/118 MINS. • DIRECTED BY MAKOTO WADA 



Shampoo, cut, 
wash, & blow dry 

$10 fu r him _$15 for her 



FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 3 

Resurrection Morning 

(FUKKATSU NO ASA) 1992/1 1 1 MINS. • DIRECTED BY TAKESHI YOSHIDA 



ALL FILMS BEGIN AT 7PM • FREE ADMISSION 



680 Sherbrooke > 



rarartlïï vW.en H I 



1844-9688 WTOmsAoj 



FRANK DAWSON ADAMS AUDITORIUM 

3450 UNIVERSITY -FOR MORE INFORMATION CALL 866-3429 



ELI S&fy CANADA 




Eli Lilly and Company is committed 
to being a leader in the worldwide 
marketplace for products based on 
the life sciences. 



In keeping with this commitment, 
we are actively recruiting for 
positions in our financial, sales- 
force and research & development 
areas. 



Eli Lilly Canada will be on-campus 
for an information session: 




Wednesday, Oct. 25/95 < 

1 2-1 pm (presentation at 1 2pm) 

McGill Faculty Club 
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culture but as a vote of respect for all those 
who do not fit the exclusive model of the 
Québécois nation. 

A No vote on October 30 is a vote 
against the establishment of a multi-tiered 
society where one group is heralded above 
all others and the rest are cast aside, or 
worse, treated as second or third class 
citizens. 

A No vote on October 30 is not a vote 
for the flawed federal structure of Canada. 
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Robin Perelle 



THE FEDERATION DES AFFAIRES 
SOCIALES DOESN'T SEE A SOCIAL 
VISION IN THE PQ 
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This is not a class 



struggle... 



by Robin Perelle 



IT’S AN ETHNIC QUEST FOR CONTROL 



A mid the usual cries of 
ethnic pride and nation 
alist struggle, an old cry 
has re-emerged from the 
sovereigntist camp — the call for 
a class struggle. 

r “Our responsibility is to work 
for the ordinary people, people who 
* make $25 000 or $30 000 a year,” 

, claimed Guy Chevrette, the Parti 
Québécois’ (PQ) house leader, in 
early October. 

“On the one side [you have] 
the power of money. On the 
other, [you have] more than a 
million people committed to sov- 
ereignly as an instrument of so- 
cial change,” echoed Lorraine 
Pagé, president of the Centrale de 
l’Enseignement de Québec. 

Citing economic discrimina- 
tion as the motivating factor be- 



hind the Québec separatist move- wanted to exploit the French “intellectuals have been, and re- 
nient is nothing new. Books like working-class. But now the main to be, the key social stratum 

The White Niggers of America by French are in power [and estab- around which the independence 

Pierre Vallieres have consistently lishing] French-only policies, movement organisations, and in 

depicted a rich anglophone elite This is the same thing, except now particular the Parti Québécois, 

building Québec on the backs of they will be exploiting their own have been built.” 

a working-class French popula- working-class,” Roberts asserted. While Pinard admitted that 



tion. 

But community . organiser 
Alfie Roberts challenged the re- 
cent portrayal of the PQ as a party 
concerned with working-class 
needs. 

Describing the present wind 
of the sovereigntist movement as 
“a capitalist wind”, Roberts main- 
tained that the leadership may 
have changed but their policies 
have not. 

“ [The PQ] is doing the same 



In short, he described the 
ongoing political battles of 
Québec as the “petit bourgeoisie 
fighting the petit bourgeoisie.” 

“It is still capitalist and still 
the working class suffers,” he 
added. 

McGill Sociology Professor 
Maurice Pinard agreed that to- 
day’s separatist movement is still 
predominantly led by upper-class 
intellectuals. 

As he wrote in an article en- 



thingas the English did. The Eng- titled The Class Bases of the 
lish set up Engli^i^chools and Quebec Independence Movement, 



have been built.” 

While Pinard admitted that 
the PQ’s support base has broad- 
ened in the last decade to include 
more workers, he maintained 
that they have yet to penetrate the 
party’s upper ranks — and thus 
have little impact on policy and 
direction. 

“As you go up the hierarchy 
of the PQ, from supporters to 
Ministers, the proportion of in- 
tellectuals keeps increasing all the 
time,” Pinard observed in a recent 
interview. 

“In short, the evidence is un- 
mistakable. The PQ, in its top 



Bill 1 called A SHAMEFUL 



by Alex Roslin 



“I ask: How can people who 
' claim these rights deny these 
same rights to us? Where is the 
, logic?” 

With those words, Grand 
Chief Matthew Coon Come 

i 

went on the attack against Bill 
1, the Québec government’s 



Declaration of Sovereignty, at 
hearings of the Cree Eeyou- 
Astchee Commission in 
Montréal. 

The Grand Chief was espe- 
cially irked by one section of the 
declaration which claims that 
the “heart of this land beats in 



DECLARATION 



y 




French” — “this land” is defined 
as everything from Ungava to 
the American border. 

lust one sentence earlier, the 
declaration concedes that 
French colonisers only arrived 
here 400 years ago. 

Coon Come ridiculed the 
declaration’s logic, noting that the 
Québec government’s first pres- 
ence north ofVal d’Or was a brief 
visit by René Lévesque in 1963. 

“There are Créés alive today 
whose grandparents never saw 
a white man anywhere in 
Ungava. We Créés are still the 
only permanent inhabitans.and 
are the majority residents, of 
our traditional lands. 

Coon Come called the sov- 
ereignty declaration, which 
Quebecers vote on Oct. 30, “a 
fraud on Aboriginal peoples” 
and “a plain attempt to domi- 
nate and subjugate our societies, 
cultures and ways of life.” 

“This shameful declaration 
denies our existence,” he said. 

“This shameful declaration 
diminishes our status and 
rights. This shameful declara- 
tion is an outright and inten- 
tional lie, repeated in 1995 by 
people who should know bet- 
ter.” 

David Cliche, advisor to 
Premier Parizeau on the First 
Nations file, also spoke before 
the Commission in Montreal. 

He boasted of Québec’s re- 
lations with Native peoples and 
promised that sovereignty will 
improve the “financial inde- 
pendence” of Natives — thanks 
to the greater participation of 
Natives in paying for the serv- 



ices they receive.” 

Cliche and the Grand Chief 
addressed the hearings on Sept. 
2 1 , after weeks of travel by Com- 
missioners who have criss- 
crossed James Bay listening to 
Cree concerns about Québec 
separation. The hearings will 
culminate in a sitting of the Cree 
Legislature, a body with del- 
egates from all nine communi- 
ties, in Chisasibi Oct.17 to 19. 
A Cree referendum will be held 
before Québec’s Oct. 30 vote. 

Créés have as much right as 
Quebecers to hold a referen- 
dum, Coon Come said. “Every 
argument that the separatists 
make in their preambles, in their 
declarations, in their laws, are 
arguments the Créés can make 
— 9,000 years better.” 

Three representatives ofthe 
Cree Nation Youth Council also 
issued statements criticizing the 
PQ. They wondered how an in- 
dependent Québec can be 
trusted, given past violations of 
Cree rights by successive Québec 
governments. “It is the common 
belief among all Cree that the 
James Bay and Northern Québec 
Agreement was signed under du- 
ress,” the youth said. 

“Eeyou Astchee-our Land- 
is the lifeline for Eenouch/ 
Eeyouch and we need to start 
standing up and shouting be- 
cause they don’t listen to con- 
ventional means” 



Kindly reprinted with the 
permission of the magazine 
of Eeyou Astchee, the Cree 
Nation; The Nation. Octo- 
ber 6, 1995 



leadership levels, is first and fore- 
most a party dominated by per- 
sons who had previously been 
engaged in intellectual occupa- 
tional roles [like professors],” 
Pinard stated. 

So why have so many work- 
ers decided to support the PQ and 
their quest for an independent 
state? 

Pinard explained that most 
workers threw their vote behind 
the PQ after the constitutional 
amendments put forth in the 
Meech Lake accord failed to pass. 

The Meech Lake accord 
would have given Québec more 
powers than the other provinces 
in recognition of their distinct 
role as one of Canada’s “two 
founding nations”. It did not plan 
to grant similar privileges to any 
of the First Nations. 

“It took a long time to recruit 
[the workers]. They tend to be less 
political, less interested But finally 
[the separatists] readied the people 
with Meech. Their appeals started 
resonating [because] Meech was 
seen as a rejection of the Québec 
population,” said Pinard. 

Despite the post-Mccch in- 
flux of workers to the PQ camp, 
Roberts insisted that the party’s 
policies still reflect upper-class 
interests. 

In particular, he pointed to 
the fact that since their election 
last fall the PQ has yet to change 
any of the old structures estab- 
lished by the previous ruling class 
of anglophone Quebeckers. 

In other words, they have not 
created new positions or oppor- 
tunities but simply changed the 
name plate on the desk. 

“It’s a petit bourgeoisie ap- 
proach to the national question. 
But the working class will remain 
in place,” Roberts stated. 

Pinard agreed. “Very few par- 
ties are workers’ movements, they 
are usually middle-class move- 
ments,” he said, adding that this 
is reflected in the PQ’s goals. 

“They (die intellectuals] are 
the ones setting the policies. The 
concentration on independence 
is just one manifestation of that,” 
he noted. 

So what is the attraction of 
the PQ platform for cultural in- 
dependence to workers, who have 
no guarantee that their needs will 
be taken more seriously in an in- 
dependent state? 

“It is an ethnic appeal. Eng- 
lish Canada is rejecting Québec... 

It is an appeal to them as French 
Canadians, not as workers," 
Pinard explained. 

“The campaign is on ethnic 
issues, not social issues,” he con- 
cluded. 
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^The government of\ 
Québec has made pub- 
lic its proposal to nego- 
tiate a new agreement 
with the rest of 
Canada... to acquire... 
sovereignty — and at 
the same time, to main- 
tain... an economic as- 
sociation.... [Do] you 
agree to give the gov- 
ernment of Québec a 
mandate to negotiate 
the proposed agree- 
ment between Québec 
.and Canada? j 
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Now who’s being 
Ê h oodwinked ? 

JK It’s a new referendum but 






THE DEAL HASN T CHANGED 



By Mera Thompson 

F ifteen years ago last May, 
Quebeckers went to the 
polls to determine the fu- 
ture of their province and the 
rest of Canada. This month 
they’re at it again. 

What is different about this 
round of negotiations? What 
has changed in the last decade 
and a half? And why are we here 
once again? 

“Fear must be overcome to 
achieve success,” urged the 
opening passage of the 1979 
White Paper, the Parti 
Québécois’ plan for sover- 
eignty-association. 

Commissioned by then- 
Premier René Lévesque, the 
proposal would have replaced 
the old federal structure with a 
new constitutional formula al- 
lowing Quebeckers to continue 
their “development as a people.” 
The PQ, seeking greater rec- 
ognition for Quebeckers as one 
of the two “founding nations” of 
Canada, insisted that Québec 
was a province " pas comme les 
autres ” (not like the others). 

The idea of simply giving 
Québec special status within 
Canada was rejected, however, 
as Lévesque believed that such 
a situation would effectively 
paralyse “the entire operation of 
responsible government.” 

For the PQ, renewing fed- 
eralism would either mean fur- 
ther subjecting Québec to the 
demands of the English major- 
ity or sovereignty-association 
and a new partnership “between 
equals.” 

The old deal 

Stressing the merits of sover- 
eignty-association, the Lévesque 
government said their plan, 
while “freeing Québec from Ot- 
tawa’s domination,” would not 
break up the pan-Canadian eco- 
nomic community. 

As a sovereign state, how- 



ever, Québec would be empow- 
ered to make decisions autono- 
mously, that is, without being 
subject to any external parlia- 
ment. 

Through sovereignty, it was 
anticipated that Québec tfould 
acquire all the powers exercised 
by Ottawa in addition to those 
powers the provinces already 
held. 

Québec would thus acquire 
full jurisdiction over 
all laws and taxes, end- 
ing the overlap be- 
tween federal and 
Québec services and Qu 
giving Québec control 
over its fiscal re- 
sources. 

As an independ- 
ent state, Québec 
would also maintain 
control over its cur- 
rent borders and re- 
tain the power to 
grant citizenship to all 
residents within. The PQ added 
that it had no objections to peo- 
ple keeping dual citizenship 
with the rest of Canada. 

Lévesque’s document also 
assured “minorities” that their 
rights would be respected. It in- 
sisted that anglophones would 
continue to enjoy the rights ac- 
corded to them by law and that 
native communities would 
maintain their “societal integ- 
rity”. 

As for the rest of Canada... 

The main emphasis of the treaty 
to be offered to the rest of 
Canada in the event of a Yes vote 
focused on ties of an economic 
nature. 

Lévesque’s plan called for 
areas of common action, such 
as the free circulation of goods 
and people, as well as a mon- 
etary union. It also called for 
areas of “mutual understand- 
ing” in transportation, the la- 
bour market and currency. 



On the subject of external 
relations, the 1980 plan foresaw 
a Québec bound by all treaties 
to which Canada was then a sig- 
natory, fulfilling its duties to 
NATO and requesting admit- 
tance to the United Nations. 

The document emphasised 
the ideal of interdependence 
over independence throughout, 
an apparent softening of the 
Parti’s original goal of outright 
separation. 

However, as would be the 
case in this year’s referendum, 
many people questioned the 
feasibility of economic ties be- 
tween the rest of Canada and an 
independent Québec in 1980. 

“It’s like suggesting to a 
somewhat unhappy son that he 
would be able to break away 



The issue on which 
Quebeckers will vote in 
a week’s time is now 
almost identical to the 
one they rejected in 

1980 . 



hold a second referendum be- 
fore proclaiming complete sov- 
ereignty, the PQ was offering the 
people a way out even if they 
voted Yes. 

Surprising to many, then, 
was the tripartite entente signed 
in June of this year that commit- 
ted the present PQ government 
to a very familiar platform of 
sovereignty-association. 

The modified platform was 
much softer than the una- 
bridged separation published in 
the 1994 original Draft Bill on 
the Sovereignty of Québec. 

The issue that Quebeckers 
will be voting on in a week’s 
time is now almost identical to 
the one they rejected in 1980. 

The PQ’s current stance on 
common currency, citizenship, 
international treaties 
and the free circulation 
Ch of goods, services, peo- 
ple and capital is almost 
m exactly uniform to their 
position in 1980. 

>W The PQ again pre- 
dicts that mutual agree- 
tie ments will be reached 
on issues like transpor- 
m tation, international 
representation, finan- 
i0. cial institutions and fis- 
cal and budgetary poli- 



the ballot box... 

When the current referendum 
campaign began last year it was 
initially quite different from that 
of 1980. 

New PQ Premier Jacques 
Parizeau had, in the 1980 cam- 
paign, objected to having a ref- 
erendum at all. “Québec did not 
enter confederation by referen- 
dum; I don’t see why it needs a 
referendum to leave,” he stated. 

At the time, he had also ar- 
gued that sharing a common 
currency “dramatically hin- 
dered any kind of political sov- 
ereignty.” 

He had in turn objected to 
Lévesque’s “money back guar- 
antee.” Parizeau thought that 
since Lévesque had planned to 



would hold 25 per cent of the 
seats. They also want a new tri- 
bunal appointed to rule on disa- '"‘1 
greements regarding the inter- ' 
pretation of the treaty. In other 
words, they want institutions to 
shadow the current House of H 
Commons and Supreme Court, « 
respectively. 

The Québec government is. 
expects that the rest of Canada [ 
would act in accordance with 
these guidelines in the best in- 
terests of both parties. W 



from home and be able to keep And yet again, the PQ has 
his father’s credit card,” com- stressed their belief that the rest 
plained one prominent Québec of Canada has no choice but to 
businessman at the time. negotiate after a Yes vote. 

The PQ is explicit in what 
1995: Something funny it foresees as the division of 
happened on the way to powers between a sovereign but 



associated Québec and the rest 
of Canada. 

They demand a fusion of 
the two states in a “parliamen- 
tary assembly" in which Québec | 



Is there a difference? 

While finding differences be- 
tween the two proposals is dif- wj 
ficult, the context in which the (1 
questions are being posed has J 
changed dramatically in the last 
15 years. y 

According to Daniel r 
Latouche, who contributed to s| 
the drafting of the referendum 
question in 1980, there is an 
overwhelming pessimism in 
Québec today that “nothing will j 
ever work.” ® 

In fact, the only people who 
still “believe in dreams” are the tw 
same generation that drove the 
last campaign, said Latouche. si 
The passion that characterised 
much of the 1980 debate is lack- 
ing this time, perhaps as a re- p 
suit of a more cynical younger \ 
generation. 

One of the only remaining 
threads connecting the last ref- 
erendum with the present one 
seems to be the politics of rec- ^ 
ognition. In the words of 
Latouche, “Quebeckers want to 
be recognised as an equal part- v 
ner, not an equal province.” 

S' N * 

"Do you agree that\ 
Québec should become ' 
sovereign, after having 
made a formal offer to 
Canada for a new eco- 
nomic and political part- 
nership, within the scope o 
of the bill respecting the fu- §■ 
ture of Québec and of the S' 
agreement signed on June Z 
J 2, 1995? J o 
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Wherefore McGill? 



ü 



By Jacqueline Reis 



How anglophone 

institutions, and particularly 
one of Canada’s oldest, most 
competitive and most deficit- 
ridden universities, will fit into 
a sovereign Québec is a question 
many members of the McGill 
community will ask themselves 
as they approach the polls next 
f Monday. 

Voters have yet to be 
^ provided with a clear answer on 
this question. The Parti 
^Québécois has not specifically 
stated its priorities concerning 
McGill, and McGill has yet to 
publicise any plans in response 
|to a Yes vote. 

This is not to say that both 
sides have not thought about a 
ta post-sovereignty McGill, but 
' getting a comment on this issue 
along with many others in the 
time leading up to the 
referendum is a tricky task. 
(Students on neither side of the 
referendum have successfully 
(pushed leaders to elaborate on 
their plans for MGill, whether 
in terms of admission fees, 
attracting professors or the 
composition of the student 
body. 

The official view 

Representatives from both 
official referendum committees 
have found common ground in 
McGill: their view of a post-Yes 
McGill is the same as their view 
of the present. 

“I don’t sec a lot of change 
for McGill,” said Simon Bégin, 
press secretary for Québec 
j Minister of Education Jean 
Garon. “McGill is not 
disposable -it is not like that, 
nobody thinks it is.” 

William Cosgrove, member 
ol the Committee of 
Quebeckers for the No and 
English-speaking vice president 
of the Québec Liberal Party, 
framed his answer differently. 

“First of all, I believe the 
people of Québec in their 
(wisdom are going to vote to stay 
in Canada, so it becomes a very 
hypothetical question. . . I 
believe that McGill will 
continue to exist [and] that it 
has always played a significant 
role in the development of 
Québec,” said Cosgrove. 

In terms of finances, Bégin 
said that the formula by which 
Québec distributes money 
among its universities will not 
change in the event of a Yes vote. 
“There is no discrimination. 
The referendum doesn’t make 
any new way of looking at the 
ways the [funding] forms come 
up.” 

But what if the total amount 
allotted to universities shrinks 
under the pressure of 
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McGill’s future in a sovereign Québec 



sovereignty? 

“Certainly one of the 
problems of a sovereign Québec 
[is] it will be financially 
strapped,” stated Cosgrove. 
Such circumstances could lead 
the province to raise tuition fees 
in general and out-of-province 
fees in particular. 

Bégin does not think that 
this will necessarily be the case, 
saying that 
“often it is based 
on agreements 
between the two 
provinces.” 

“People will 
cut rationally as 
to what is good 
for all students,” 
he concluded. 

Federalists 
may not be 
much better off, 
according to 
Cosgrove. 

“University 
financing is a 
complicated 
subject. The rest 
of Canada, of 
course, already 
has higher fees 
at university in 
general. . . 

throughout Canada we’re going 
to see fees rising, placing the 
costs on the users.” 

Bégin, in discussing 
research grants, proposed that 
research institutions like McGill 
might be better off funded by a 
sovereign Quebec than facing 
Human Resource Minister 
Lloyd Axworthy’s notorious 
reforms. 

When asked whether 
sovereignty might result in aji 
economic crunch forcing 
McGill to focus on income- 
generating research projects 
rather than undergraduate 
teaching, Begin replied, “The 
institution itself has the 
responsibility to maintain an 
equilibrium, a balance... the 
needs of the people for higher 
education won’t change from 
day to day.” 

Who’s on campus 

Bégin admitted that McGill 
may initially have trouble 
attracting and maintaining a 
high level of strong professors 
and students. “Maybe there will 
be some departure of some 
people that don’t accept the 
change,” said Bégin, but he 
expected it to level out 
eventually. 

Bégin expects McGill’s 
tradition of attracting and 
accepting a large number of 
international students to remain 



the same despite a change of 
nation. “I think the attraction 
with other students is made by 
the quality of education and the 
reputation of the institution. 
The colour of the flag does not 
make a big difference,” said 
Bégin. 

Cosgrove hoped this will be 
true. “One has to hope that the 
sovereign Québec is going to be 
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as open-minded as it has been 
in the past and that this will 
attract [good] minds.” 

Bégin wouldn’t commit to 
whether or not McGill students 
would be expected to know 
French either upon admission or 
graduation, but he did state, “We 
think Québec should be as 
French as Italy is Italian.” 

Ah, tenure 

Unrestricted by the confines 
of an official committee or 
public relations, Principal 
Bernard Shapiro would not 
comment on McGill’s future in 
a sovereign Québec until after 
the referendum. But three past 
and present tenured professors 
specialising in Québec and 
Canadian affairs gave their best 
guesses on the subject. 

Dale Thomson, a retired 
political science professor, 
agreed with Bégin and Cosgrove 
that there would be little drastic 
change. 

"No one will want to rock 
any boats,” said Thomson, who 
was once McGill’s vice principal 
of planning and resources. Of his 
experience in that position he 
said, “We had many more allies 
in Québec than I actually 
realised, if you look at the 
number of people in the PQ who 
studied at McGill, especially 
through Law or Macdonald 
[Campus].” 



He stressed that other 
universities in Québec “wanted 
us to stay exactly what we were” 
during his time in office. “If we 
became a French language 
university we would cut in on 
their turf. We were opening a 
door to the outside world." 

He added that “We are a 
training school for graduate 
people, and that’s 
extraordinarily 

valuable for 

them... “We’ve 
got the best 
library. With all 
those good 
relationships... 
when it comes 
to an issue of 
squeezing 
McGill, then 
the other 
people say no, 
no, no.” 

Professor 
Jangdish Handa 
of the 

Economics 
department 
agreed but 
added that cuts 

“need not 

sam murphy happen 

through funding formulas but 
may happen through 
developmental grants and 
encouraging initiatives.” In 
other words, McGill’s overall 
funding may be safe, but special 
projects may be in jeopardy. 

Handa also pointed out 
that while Québec and the rest 
of Canada may initially agree 
not to impose international 
student fees on each other’s 
students, Canada and the U.S. 
have already set the precedent 
for breaking such an 
agreement. 

Thomson and Handa also 
foresee problems in attracting 
potential McGill professors and 
international students to a 
sovereign Québec. 

“Québec would be a 
smaller country. It would also 
be quite dearly a French- 
speaking country. My belief is 
that under those circumstances, 
attracting the best candidates 
would be more difficult,” said 
Handa. 

“I think it [sovereignty] will 
be a consideration for people 
coming to work at McGill... 
One of the problems we had in 
political science is getting 
people to come in as junior 
professors because the 
situation’s so insecure,” 
Thomson commented. 

“The tendency would be 
that we would become more 



isolated... we would have fewer 
foreign students,” he 
concluded, adding that McGill 
will have fewer students period, 
referendum or not. 

“1 recall when I was a 
student in the ’40s and ’50s, 
McGill was a much smaller 
university... and then we 
increased because many more 
people were coming to 
university, people whose 
families had never had a 
university education 

before...for the moment we’re 
on a downswing. We have to get 
rid of the deficit, with or 
without the referendum.” 

“McGill’s financial 
situation has always been 
precarious,” noted Handa. 

Personally speaking 

Political science Professor 
Richard Schultz isn’t sure a Yes 
vote would be so terrible. 

“I’m afraid I see more dire 
straits for McGill if there’s a No 
vote,” said Schultz. 

“1 just think it’s more likely 
that in the event of a No vote 
the PQ will still be in power, and 
they’re going to have to cut 
public spending... I also think, 
then, that anglophone 
institutions face the punitive 
reaction, that our cutting will 
be more rigorous than it would 
be otherwise as a result of the 
perceived anglophone voting.” 

Schultz’s perceives this as a 
problem for Montréal as a 
whole. 

“This government is not 
the least bit interested in 
Montréal. They’ve written off 
Montréal.” 

Perhaps the best indicators 
of what will come of McGill are 
the plans of individual 
community members to 
remain within or leave Québec. 

Cosgrove, a McGill 
graduate, plans to stay. “Once I 
came to McGill, I stayed here 
and made it my home. Yes, I 
would stay.” 

Handa and Thomson 
would stay as well. However 
Thomson admitted “I might 
think hard about it.” 

“It’s very hard to move 
beyond a certain stage,” said 
Handa. “I like Montréal, I like 
McGill.” 

Schultz has other plans. “I 
would leave at the first 
opportunity. I’m Canadian,” he 
stated. 

What it all comes down to, 
however, is the referendum. As 
Cosgrove stated, “The ultimate 
thing is that those who are 
eligible to vote and are at McGill 
and want the tradition to 
continue... can be sure that they 
don’t have to face any of these 
hypothetical [situations] by 
getting out to vote No.” 
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A crowd off over 3000 gathered at a rally on Oct. 15 } 
1970 in support off the FLQ 



Why we 
changed 

Sovereignty then and now 



By Jacqueline Reis 



Ricans and “all struggles being 



The Québec sovereignty move- waged by people who are victims 



ment is not what it used to be. 

As Jacques Parizeau invokes 
ethnicity to justify independence, 
the Daily thought it would be in- 
teresting to take a look back at the 
progressive ideals that built a very 
different movement 25 years ago. 

October 1970 is best remem- 
bered for the actions of the sepa- 
ratist Front de Libération du 
Québec (FLQ). 

In the interest of promoting 
the rights of francophone work- 
ers, several FLQ members kid- 



of American imperialism.” 

The document also called for 
the creation of a “real" workers 
party and denounced the capital- 
ist monopolisation of the major 
means of communication. 

Both the McGill Faculty Un- 
ion and the Montréal Central 
Council of the Confederation of 
National Trade Unions (CNTU) 



fosters psychological alienation in 
everyone; this is the essence of the 
manifesto... 

“Elitist governments cannot 
possibly understand the move- 
ment among the people, nor can 
capitalism cater to the wants of 
an advanced industrial, exploited 
mass,” wrote Charles Griffin. 

In 1970, the “industrial, ex- 
ploited mass” was French Cana- 
dians. In 1970, between 80 and 



napped British diplomat James Politique’s (FRAPs) position that 



were among the groups who sup- 85 per-cent of Montrées popu- 

ported the FLQ manifesto. lation consisted of salaried work- 

These two groups also sup- ers, according to Paul Cliche, 
ported the Front d’Action president of FRAP’s secretariat. 



Montréal Mayor Jean 
Drapeau’s Civic Party, 
“was founded to remedy 
this lack of workers’ rep- 
resentation,” said Cliche, 
who added that 96 
per cent of Montréal’s 
municipal representatives 
were members of the up- 
per class. 

“The time has come 
for the worker to exercise 
his legitimate power,” he 
added. 

“FRAP’s main objec- 



,1 ! 



A soldier stands on guard in 
the streets off Old Montreal 



Richard Cross and, days later, 
Québec Labourand Immigration 
Minister Pierre Laporte, who was 
eventually murdered. 

Pierre Trudeau’s federal gov- 
ernment responded by invoking 
the War Measures Act, effectively 
suspending Canadians’ civil 
rights and sending the country 
into crisis. 

Excerpts from the FLQ’s 
manifesto, as published in the 
Daily in 1970, included expres- 
sions of solidarity with natives, 
American blacks and Puerto 



the FLQ’s violent methods were 
forced upon them. 

The CNTU’s resolutions in 



support of FRAP also expressed Québec were francophones, 



president of FRAP’s secretariat. tive is to transform a 

While the remaining small purely formal democracy - the workers are victims of U.S. eco- 

upper-dass of managers and election of deputies every four nomic domination; English 

owners were largely anglophones, years - to a democracy whereby workers are just as much victims 

the majority of workers in the workers participate daily in as French workers.” 



“faith in democracy as practiced 
by labour unions, but not in de- 
mocracy dominated by an eco- 
nomic dictatorship.” 

The Daily also stood in soli- 
darity with the FLQ. A “Com- 
ment” that appeared on Oct. 13, 
1970 stated, “To bring local con- 



“We want Québec to be 
unilingual French, but not be- 
cause we don’t want to cooperate 
with other ethnic groups — on 
the contrary... The workers have 
to learn the language in order to 
work - otherwise they will be ex- 
ploited,” FRAP spokesperson 



trol to the people, to destroy the Gilles Vignier told the Daily in 

system which breeds economic September 1970. 

slaveryof nearly all citizens, which FRAP, the only opposition to 



decision making that affects their 
lives,” Cliche explained. 

“In order to do this, a more 
effective decentralisation of gov- 
ernment is necessary. The worker 
must become actively participat- 
ing in a political collectivity,” said 
Cliche. 

“We don’t take the liberation 
of Québec from its national 



Then-FRAP candidate Adcle 
Williams stressed that FRAP is 
“socially oriented. Nationalism is 
not involved.” 

Therein lies the difference 
between the Parti Québécois’ 
present referendum campaign 
and the campaign of 1970. 

Twenty- five years ago, sepa- 
ratists argued that a separate s 
Québec would help all 



THE 



by Rebecca McGuire 

For some, October 12, 1492 rep- 
resents the day that Columbus 
‘discovered’ America, — cel- 
ebrating it as ‘Columbus Day’ 
For many, however, the event 
represents the beginning of First 
Nation genocide, the subse- 
quent enslavement of African 
people, and the onset of a ra- 
cially prejudiced society. 

This was the view taken by 
those who organised and at- 
tended the rally of “503 Years of 
Resistance: 1492-1995” on Oc- 
tober 12 in Philips Square, re- 
garding Columbus Day as a day 
of remembrance and outrage, 
not of celebration. 

According to Nina 
Segalowitz, one of the organisers, 
the rally was was meant “to give 
people a taste of the issues, ideas 
and atrocities that have been hap- 
pening for the past 503 years.” 

Jointly organised by lc Cir- 



commemorate 503 years of resistance 



US DAY 



de des Premieres Nations de- things like this, get the message 
L’UQUAM, the Concordia Latin out and keep talking... under- 
America Commitee, Indigenous standing each other and accept- 
Peoples International, Food Not ing the differences between us 

Bombs, and le Regroupement and maybe working out solu- 
de Solidarité Avec les tions without going to war.” 
Autochtones, the protest was of David speaks from experi- 



a diverse nature. 

Many signs and fliers from 
those pleaing to “Free Mumia” 
to the flyer asking people to pro- 
test “Le Boucher de 
Tiananmen,” were passed 
around. 

A member of the Concordia 
Latin America Committee 
claimed that “it is important for 
people to voice their discontent . 
in a sense of people coming to- 
gether on different issues, not 
just focused on one thing.” 

Joe David from 
Khancsetake maintains that “the 
really important part is that 
people get more active and do 



ence. As was a warrior in the 
Oka standoff in 1990, in which 
the Mohawk nation protested 
the building of a golf course on 
their land, David faced a poten- 
tial 17 year sentence. 



standpoint but from its social Québec would help all 
position to standpoint,” said Vignier. “All Quebeckers live more freely be- 
• .. T , cause it would be better able to 

First Nations 

?ars ot resistance Parizeau, on the other hand J 

makes sovereignty a matter of 
pride. He uses nationalism to ' 
manipulate the emotions of ; 
Quebeckers, and nationalism is a 
dangerous tool. 

As a recruiting message, it 
e message America. “The accent on dis- alienates many sectors of the , 
;...under- covery fails to acknowledge the population, and as a political plat- 

nd accept- existence and integrity of First f° rm J° cs no * guarantee that a 

etween us Nations that inhabited the sovereign Québec will be an im- , 

out solu- Americas for at least 10 000 provement for all Quebeckers, 

o war.” years prior to the conquest.” Whereas the separatists in 

m experi- To bring the point home, 1970 stood side by side with First 

ior in the the rally was held in front of The Nations as victims of capitalist 

, in which Bay store - which is celebrating exploitation, the PQ now refuses 1 
protested the 350th Anniversary of the t0 recognise native self-govern- 

course on Hudson’s Bay Company. ment as campaign for their 

David noted the similarity 
between celebrating the history 



While the October 12 rally of the Hudsons Bay Company 



was peaceful, the messages sent 
were often charged with emo- 
tion. Jeanne Mance Charlish 
gave a moving speech in which 
she demanded:”503 years - how 
could this have happened?” 

In an article passed around 
to the demonstrators, writer 
Paul Mckenna wrote about the 
prevalence of the notion that 
Columbus ‘discovered’ 



and Columbus day. “They’re 
celebrating something that has 
to do with the subjugation of the 
North, the environment, and 
Native people — that’s how The 
Bay became a nation-wide cor- 
poration, and that’s how em- 
pire-building works — empires 
are built on the backs of a lot of 
poor people, slaves, and Native 
people.” 



Whereas the FLQ and other 
groups struggled to give 
Quebeckers greater self-determi- 
nation in the name of further lib- 
eration, tlicPQ is fighting for sov- 
ereignty in the name of 
Québécois nationalism, a concept 
that seems to be expressed best 
when spoken in French. 

That is why the Daily 
changed its stance on sovereignty 
since 1970. Not all movements 
are created equal. 
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Interview by Dan Robbins translated from 
the French by Catherine deGrandpré 






Québec and Canada were more 
totally dependent on the United 
States, economically, than Geor- 
gia or Azerbaijan were on Rus- 
sia during the time of the Soviet 
Union. To talk about independ- 
ence in this context is laughable. 
Canada is the little valet of the 
United States. And Québec, the 
Parti Québécois proposes, can 
be a second valet. That’s two 



/** Pierre Vallières has been active in radical circles in Québec be a second valet. That’s two MM K* fii 
V for over 30 years. A Front de liberation du Québec (FLQ) valets in place of one. ^^M n jl 

activist in the late 1960s, he fought for an independent, So in this context, I am not Mr 
S f ?aM Québec. More recently he has campaigned on wrapped up in the referendu m erend iod . since the Parti 
behalf of the people of Bosnia - Herzegovina. question and all the rest, all the n , 1(5 . £ . • t _ H _ fnr „ 

A journalist by profession, Vallières has written over a populist discourses about the jf _ , . , iM f 

dozen books, including Nègres blancs d’Amérique, Québécois soul, the language. It 
\ L’exécution de Pierre Laporte, Les héritiers de Papineau, really sounds like what I heard stit y en t s 0 f tbe Québécois 
Le devoir de resistance and Homosexualité et subversion, when I was young, about faith, 

« come of which have been translated into English. the religious language that was “““ttvity.I find ,t to be a waste 

When the Daily caught up with him, he explained why our essence. All that seems to ° ime ’ 
the current referendum campaign bores him silly. He come from such a conservative u avu i s «ftp historv of 
talked about the emptiness of Parti Québécois (PQ) rheto- discourse that... I tell you, I’m Québec beina ore- 
... ric, the importance of solidarity, and the difference be - very bored. The referendum is genfed in the ram" 
tween independence and "nationalism " or "sovereignty", not a priority for me, currently. M _i nn o 



VALLIERES 



collectivity. I find it to be a waste 
of time. 



, Daily: In Le devoir de 
resistance, you wrote 
that the “independ- 
ence” of the PQ, of 
the Bloc Québécois, 

^ was an independence 
“without content”. 
What did you mean 
by that? 

Pierre Vallières: It’s crazy to cre- 
ate a nation-state, to endow 
Québec as a nation-state, with 
no project for society, with no 
social project that would be dif- 
ferent from the neo-liberalism 
already practised by Canada, by 
the United States, by all the in- 
dustrialised countries. 1 don’t 
understand why the leaders of 
the PQ propose, on the one 
hand, the independence of 
Québec — in fact that’s a word 
they don’t use, they talk about 
the “sovereignty” of Québec — 
and on the other hand, the com- 
plete submission to the U.S.’s 
economic rule. 

The PQ call people to liberty — 
individual, personal, collective, 
social and cultural liberty — but 
{. at the same time they ask them 
to long for, in the economic do- 
main, the abdication of all re- 
sponsibility, even the refusal to 
imagine an economic model 
that would be different from the 
one they are bringing. 

You have to deregulate the state, 
you have to abolish social poli- 
tics: education, child care, 
health care, universities. All that 
to return to the old pre-war 
model. That means, those who 
can pay can have it, those who 



So it’s this system that the lead- 
ers of the PQ. consider sacred. 
But the same people say to us: 
We have to vote yes in the refer- 
endum because we want to be 
masters of our own destiny. But 
what destiny arc they talking 
about? What will it change the 
day after the referendum, when 
the Yes has won by one per cent 
or the No has won by one 
percent? 

Nothing will change in the so- 
cial content of the population’s 
daily lives, no matter their lan- 
guage, their history, their origin. 
Nothing will change. Just one 
thing will change. That’s the il- 
lusion, the illusion that English 
Canadians and the Québécois 
constitute nations that have his- 
tories as independent or au- 
tonomous nations. 



So independence is 
not really a question 
of nations? 

Linguistic difference cannot 
make two nations. It cannot 
substitute itself for the fact that 
there are no real Québécois or 
Canadian nations. They have no 
identity. There is a North 
American identity. This reality 
has not changed. 

The Québec economy, the Ca- 
nadian economy are intimately 
tied, not to say welded, to the 
American economy. And even 
the U.N., there was a U.N. study 
that showed in the ’70s that 
Canada, including Québec, was 
the country the most depend- 
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can pay can have it, those who ent on a single other country in the image> the syrmbol is very 

can t pay will find themselves in the whole world. Together important espe cially in the ref- 

the street. 



come from such a conservative 
discourse that... I tell you, I’m 
very bored. The referendum is 
not a priority for me, currently. 
It’s not a priority at all. 

I find that there is even less at 
stake than there was in the 1980 
referendum. In 1980 the social 
stakes were still present. The 
social stakes were present in the 
indépendantiste movement of 
the ’60s, in the ’70s, and some 
things remained in 1980. But 
today we have no social stakes. 
And I remember in the ’70s, 
there were many ties between 
•the francophone left and the 
anglophone left, from Toronto 
and from Montréal. There was 
a magazine, The Last Post, that 
assembled the political left of 
Québec and an independent left 
— not the NDP’s Waffle left, but 
an independent left. We under- 
stood each other beyond his- 
toric, linguistic or religious ori- 
gin. As I saw when I was in the 
former Yugoslavia, in Bosnia- 
Herzegovina and elsewhere... 
nationalism, I don’t believe in it, 

I don’t believe in it at all. 

In the discourse of the Parti 
Québécois, they seem to want to 
adhere to a territorial concep- 
tion, a conception of the state 
that is a democratic state more 
than a nation-state. But in prac- 
tice the Parti Québécois gives 
the impression of a nation-state, 
and its party, the Parti 
Québécois, is a national party. 
All its representatives are 
whites, old-stock francophones, 
and you see no representatives 
among them from other com- 
munities, from other nationali- 
ties, whether native, 
anglophone or other. I find that 
the image, the symbol is very 



How is the history of 
Québec being pre- 
sented in the cam- 
paign? 

No one speaks about the Octo- 
ber Crisis. Pierre Laporte died 
the 17th of October, that’s 25 
years ago this year. So that that 
time doesn’t disturb the image 
of the referendum, they don’t 
speak about it in the newspa- 
pers. They speak about it as lit- 
tle as possible. It could displease. 
But it was a major event in the 
history of Québec. 

They’re holding a referendum 
on the future of Québec and 
Canada, but we can’t speak 
about what has marked the his- 
tory of Québec. They haven’t 
talked about the 1 837-38 Rebel- 
lion. Have you read a summary 
of the history of Québec any- 
where? The Gazette yesterday 
was intelligent enough to pub- 
lish a summary of the history. 
But they should have been in- 
telligent enough to talk about it 
all year long, make use of televi- 



people, on the future of a coun- 
try when you haven’t done any 
education for 30 years, when 
you abolish history in general 
teaching, and then ask a people 
to reflect on its identity as a peo- 
ple in the 21st century. And the 
people don’t even know the Ber- 
lin Wall fell in ’89. It’s not the 
Wall of Pink Floyd, which fell at 
the same time. What’s the dif- 
ference: the Berlin Wall and the 
Wall of Pink Floyd? For most of 
the world there’s not a big dif- 
ference. 

The young are growing up in a 
completely artificial world, a 
world of television, a world of 
images, without history, with- 
out the testimony of people who 
lived more than five or six years 
before. 



Nobody knows where we’re 
from, we didn’t grow on the 
banks of the St. Lawrence. We 
come from the wars fought by 
France, Great Britain, Ireland, 
Spain. We come from French 



You speak of a social 
project. What would 
you like to see? 

A social project for me is a so- 
cial project based on solidarity. 
That’s my personal understand- 
ing. We cannot, as human be- 
ings, live in a way that is una- 
ware of what surrounds us. 
What surrounds us is the old 
reality: Unemployment, misery, 
AIDS, insanity, health prob- 
lems, economic poverty, the de- 
facement of cities, pollution — 
the sacrifice of social life to the 
ends of speculation, whether it 
is real estate or something else. 
It’s bigger than your district, it’s 
bigger than your city. 

There is also solidarity with hu- 
manity. It’s obvious that one in- 



and European imperialism. We dividual, one person, cannot be 
come from the conquest of concretely solidaire 365 days a 



America. We come from what 
Christopher Columbus did, 
what followed him. It is neces- 
sary to remember them and 
what they did to native people, 
even though it’s the biggest 



year, 24 hours a day, with all the 
inhabitants of the planet Earth. 
But you have to be open, sensi- 
tised to those who live, those 
who suffer elsewhere, and to try 
to understand how the powers, 



genocide in history. Between 14 great powers, organise to- 



and 20 million people is quite a 
lot. 

You don’t run a referendum 
campaign on the future of a 
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De l’Urgence de Guy Laforest 

souveraineté des signes de «peace» 

« Pour retrouver une Amérique qui nous convienne, 
il faudra la réinventer » 



E 



Littérature 
Fred Mérand 

n ces lemps de campagne référendaire, le 
fédéralisie-acharnc-pourfendeur-du- 
nationalismc-étroit-des-souverainistcs et le 
séparatiste-à-tout-prix-nationaleux- 
■ ' revanchard s’opposent sans cesse, pour un oui ou un 
V non. De l'urgence, le dernier livre du politologue Guy 
. laforest, leur donne une belle leçon de rationalisme et 
. ; d'ouverture d'esprit. 

Ce livre consiste en un regroupement de textes 
écrits au cours de la dernière année par le 
professeur Laforest qui est, soit dit en passant, un 
ancien étudiant de McGill. Il exploite la thématique 
de la souveraineté principalement à travers deux 
thèmes. Il critique premièrement la Constitution de 
1982, laquelle a été imposée aux Québécois et 
Québécoises. Parallèlement, il explique la nécessité 
pour les souverainistes d’élaborer un projet de 
société « noble, ouvert et pluraliste », dépassant 
• ainsi la Conquête et son lot de ressentiments. 

Les théories libérales et démocratiques forment 
la matrice de sa réflexion. Dans une optique de 
tolérance, le but de M. Laforest est de réconcilier 
individu et collectivité. De l'urgence n'est surtout 
pas une vile propagande politique; il s’agit d’un acte 
de réflexion sur la société québécoise, scs enjeux 
et défis. 

Sa vision d'un Québec souverain est plutôt 
k,édifiante. Il la décrit d’ailleurs comme « une 
. communauté politique autonome, une société 
originale, distincte, qui aspire à vivre la modernité 
principalement en français, en Amérique. » Son 
Québec revêt * un caractère polyethnique, 
pluricommunautaire et multinational ». Son 
argument s’inscrit ainsi dans un catégorique refus 
du nationalisme ethnique. 

Del'wgcncc ressemble à un modèle exemplaire 
d’éducation civique. « Accès à l’universel, parité 
politiqueavcc les communautés anglophones et les 
nations autochtones, humanisme généreux » sont 
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des idéaux continuellement ramenés au centre du 
débat. Son idée de souveraineté moderne, se 
défend avec une séduction et une irréprochabilité 
qui lui sont propre. C'est celle d'une nouvelle» Cité 
libre ». Elle est d’ailleurs partagée par de nombreux 
intellectuels dont le dramaturge Robert Lepage et 
le chroniqueur Daniel Latouche. Guy laforest ne 
cache d'ailleurs pas son appui au bilinguisme dans 
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l’affichage, à une Chambre haute québécoise où 
seraient surreprésentées les minorités, de même 
que son attachement à une certaine idée du 
Canada. 

Cette idée du Canada, il en porte en effet le 
deuil. La légitimation légale et philosophique de la 
sécession du Québec, il la trouve dans les 
changements constitutionnels de 1982. La 
« Constitution de Trudeau » est illégitime, car le 
Canada fut alors • redéfini sans nous. » Elle est 



immorale, parce qu’elle restreint le Québec dans 
l’exercice de pouvoirs essentiels à son 
développement. Guy Laforest résume tout son 
argument en une formule lapidaire ; « Au Québec, 
la fédération n’existe plus. » L’identité québécoise, 
et non la nation, se voit plus menacée que l’opinion 
populaire veut bien le croire. En cela, son analyse 
rejoint paradoxalement la pensée de plusieurs 
intellectuels anglophones tels James Tully ou Neil 
Bissoondath. 

Nonobstant son originalité et ses qualités, cette 
critique de la Constitution de 1982 se révèle un peu 
faible. Intéressante et pertinente, elle tourne parfois 
à l’obsession. La Constitution canadienne, sous la 
plume acéréedu professeur, devient l’unique cause 
des maux du Québec. C’est redondant et 
insuffisant. Ce malaise est amplifié par le fait que 
l’auteur a tendance à se répéter et que son style, 
certes précis, n’est certainement pas « olé-olé ». 

Malgré tout, De l’Urgence aura marqué l’esprit 
des lecteurs et lectrices parce qu’il aura traité avec 
brio de cette damnée Constitution. Il demeure à 
ce jour aussi une des critiques les plus complètes, 
sérieuses, décapantes et accessibles sur le sujet. 
Cela pourrait bien servir dans les rudes négociations 
qui suivront un hypothétique OUI. 

là où Guy laforest se démarque, là où il charme, 
c’est lorsque il propose différentes "orientations 
qu’un Québec souverain devrait emprunter. Si les 
politicien-nes souverainistes montraient autant 
d’intelligence et d’ouverture que lui, et les 
fédéralistes, autant que Charles Taylor, il est permis 
de croire que le problème relié à la question 
nationale ne se poserait même pas. Ceci n’étant 
évidemment pas le cas, le Québec aura à voter lundi 
prochain. 

Conséquent à lui-même, Laforest votera OUI le 
30 octobre. Un projet comme le sien, semble 
attirant et raisonnable; il est susceptible d’en 
convaincre plusieurs. 

De l’Urgence, de Guy Laforest aux Éditions 
du Boréal, 200 pages, 24.95 f 
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La SSJB-M craint un déclin de la population francophone de l’île 

h Do you remember when we were French? 
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Fred Mérand 



i parfois vous passez par la rue Sherbrooke, dans 
J le centre-ville est, peut-être l’avez-vous vue. 

^ C’était unegrande affiche, proclamant que - d’ici 
L/ 2010, le français sera minoritaire à Montréal »ct 
que • seule la souveraineté pourrait empêcher 
cela. «(Vérifier le texte exact), La Société Saint-Jean- 
Baptiste ( SSJB-M ) était l’instigatrice de cette campagne. 
L’affiche a récemment été retirée, « pour faire place aux 
nouveaux panneaux du OUI », selon la SSJB-M. 

la SSJB-M se défend de vouloir faire peur à la 
population. En fait, elle se base sur des calculs de 
Statistique Canada. Selon ces chiffres, le nombre 
des francophones vivant sur file de Montréal aurait 
chuté de 61,8 p.cent en 1986 à 58 p.ccnt en 1991. 
Si une telle tendance se maintenait, la population 




francophone ne 
représenterait plus que 
50,4 p.cent des habi- 
tants de Tile en 2001, et 
deviendrait par consé- 
quent minoritaire dans 
les années suivantes. 

La SSJB-M croit donc 
en la souveraineté afin 
de remédier au» déclin 
du français à Montré- 
al ». Selon ses dires, 
celle-ci pourrait donner 
« la marge de manœu- 
vre nécessaire au gou- 
vernement pour agir ». 

Malheureusement, objectent plusieurs, si la part des 
francophones de naissance dans la population 
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montréalaise décroît, c’est 
dû à un tout autre 
problème : l’étalement 
urbain. Effectivement, de 
1986 à 1991, le nombre 
d’habitants de l’île de 
Montréal n’est passé que 
del 752 582àl 775 871, 
soit une très légère 
augmentation de 1,3 
p.cent. S’il y a moins de 
francophones à Montréal, 
c’est tout simplement 
parce que ceux-ci vont 
s’établir en banlieue. Selon 
les aveux mêmes de la SSJB-M, on trouve quand même, 
« dans la grande région métropolitaine, pour dix 
résidents, sept francophones. • 
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D’autres déplorent également la vision 
réductrice utilisée pour définir le terme 
francophone. En effet, pour la nationaliste SSJB-M 
comme pour la fédérale Statistique Canada, un-e 
francophone est strictement de langue maternelle 
française. Sont donc exclus les enfants d'immigrant- 
es étant allés à l’école française, ainsi que les gens 
qui ont appris et utilisent fréquemment cette 
langue. Soulignons cependant que la SSJB-M se fail 
l'apôtrc de « l'éducation en français pour tous, et 
[du] droit de tous à la connaissance de la langue 
de la majorité. » 
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La communauté homosexuelle Référendum 

reste unie au Nunavik 
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NouvaiE 

Anne Caporal 
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N ous nous engageons ï garantir les droits civils et politiques 
des Individus, notamment le droit 1 la justice, le droit I 
l'égalité et le droit à la liberté ». Cette affirmation extraite 
du Projet de loi sur l’avenir du Québec paraît être de 
bonne augure pour la communauté homosezuelle du future Québec 
Cependant, cette 

communauté a décidé de ne ^ — 

pas prendre position dans le 
débat référendaire. 

< La question nationale 
dépasse nos droits et nos 
droits dépassent la question 
nationale », affirme Michael 

Hendricks, coordinateur de la 5É 

Table de concertation des gais 
et lesbiennes du Grand 

Montréal. En effet, au regard \B t: m~wÊÊÉBjË^ 

de la question référendaire, la " 

communauté homoseiuelle 

est divisée, tout comme le | 

reste de b population. Le vote 

ne se fait pas sur la base de ni *’ 

l’orientation sexuelle - ni « 

sur celle des intérèur delà M 

communauté -mais Wen sur v;. 

les convictions politiques de ■ 'ï. 

chaque membre de la — — 

communauté. C’est pourquoi 

la Table de concertation a décidé de ne pas prendre de parti officiel 
dans la question référendaire. < On va rester non-partisan car on ne 
veut pas détruire notre solidarité. Notre communauté est divisée par 
des lignes linguistiques mais notre combat reste le même. On veut 
laisser nos mains ouvertes et on ne veut pas être puni comme groupe 
pour l’éventuelle position qu’on aurait prise » ajoute M. Hendricks. 

Il n’empêche que cette Table de concertation s’est fixé un 
objectif politique clair.» Pour nous, le travail démarre le lendemain 
du Référendum. On n’a pas encore gagné nos droits. Même si on a 






été alléché par rôdeur des promesses du gouvernement du Canada 
et que le goumsemcai du Quftec a déjà fai 1 de gros «flots, on 
n’ejtpiseaco(tpi^^tabte^potmuUM.JIo¥Hcb.Ene^ 
jean Chrétien avait promis un amendement à b Charte des Droits 
et des libertés de 1582 afin d’interdlr la discrimination sur les bues 
de l'orientation sexuelle. Cela ne reste pour l’instant qu’une 
promesse. Le Gouvernement du Québec a quant 1 lui déjà indu 
cette motion dus «Chatte et cejdepuls une vingtaine d'années 
déjà. 

la portion non-partisane qQ’iadoftifc kTrtk deconcettatlon n'est 
cependant pu synonyme de non p a rtkfr ü oo au vote. En effet, M. 

Hendricks souligne que < la 

participation aux urnes est 

Importante. Avec 10 p. cent 
- — des votes, on peut changer 

J JL m alors que dans le reste du 

Canada, les positions sont plus 
radicales i notre égard » 

souligne M. Hendricks. 

En ce qui concerne 
l’interdiction de la discrimination sur la bue de l'orientation 
sexuelle, les réactions de b droite anglophone 1 b Chambre des 
Communes, lors de ce débat, reflète bien le mablse que peuvent 
provoquer les revendications de b communauté homosexuelle. < Le 
parti du NON est moins prêt i se prononcer sur notre avenir et même 
à aborder b question car U porte le fardeau des provinces plus 
conservatrices » ajoute M. Hendricks.» Si le OUI passe, je sub plus 
sûr de notre avenir alors qu’avec le Canada, ce n'est pu encore 
gagné... «conclue-t-il. 



Nouvelle 

Jeu-François Corbett 

L es Inuit du Nunavik ( ou Nouveau-Québec ) tiendront 
leur propre référendum sur l'avenir du Québec, le 
jeudi 26 octobre prochain. Quatre jours avant le 
référendum pan-québécois, les Inuit répondront à b 
question suivante : < Etes-vous d'accord pour que le Québec 
devienne souverain ? » 

Les Inuit désirent poser un geste qui fera Impact sur les 
médias, selon Stephen Hendrie, directeur de l’Information de 
b Société MakkMk, Important organbme Inuit « Nous voulons 
que les Québécob et les Canadiens réalisent que le peuple Inuit 
veut prendre ses propres déebions en ce qui concerne son 
territoire. Les Inuit redisent de se faire balancer de juridiction 
en juridiction sans qu'on leur demande leur avb, comme c'était 
le cas dans le passé », explique M. Hendrie. 

En effet, les Inuit n'ont jamais été consultés quant à la 
division géopolitique du territoire canadien. L'Acte de 
l’Amérique du Nord britannique de 1867 et l'Acte d'extension 
des frontières de 1912, qui a conféré au Québec le territoire 
de l’Ungava, ont tous deux suscité un grand mécontentement 
chez la population Inuit. • Les frontières actuelles sont 
anciennes d'au plus 400 ans, mais les Inuit vivent ici depuis 
plus de 30 000 ans. Ces lignes sur la carte n'ont aucune 
signification pour les Inuit. Elles ont été Imposées par des 
étrangers », affirme M. Hendrie. 

Dans cette optique, les Inuit avalent aussi tenu un 
référendum en 1980, à l’époque de la première consultation 
populaire sur l’indépendance du Québec. Lors de ce 
référendum, les Inuit avalent, dans une proportion de 94,4 
p. cent, confié à une Assocbtlon Inuit le mandat de négocier 
leursutut géopolitique, advenant un OUI à la souveraineté du 
Québec. Par contre, quelques jours plus tard, 83 % de la 
popubüon Inuit avait voté NON au référendum québécob. 

Malgré cette tendance hbtorique contre la souveraineté, 
« les Inuit ne sont pas des bénévoles pour le Comité du NON 
et n'entretiennent aucune Inimité envers le Québec », rappelle 
Zebedee Nungak, président de la Société Makldvik. 

Quel sera l'Impact d'un OUI ( au référendum pan- 
québécob ) sur la population Inuit et sa situation politique ? 
« Nous aborderons cette question en temps et lieux, si le OUI 
passe », déclare M. Nungak. 



Mintzberg: un pur coton! 



LmftATURE 

Bianca Robichaud 

U n « pur coton » de l'Université McGill a publié 
dernièrement un essai sur la problématique 
canadienne. Henry Mintzberg, professeur à b faculté 
de management, a réussit un tour de force en analysant 
de façon humoristique les enjeux d’un Québec souverain. 

Henri Mintzberg se définit comme un « pur coton »,sabngueet 
son origine ethnique lui conférant un autre statut que celui de » pur 
laine » qui désigne les francophones. Un « pur coton » c’est i b fols 
un non-francophone de souche et un non-autochtone; c’est le reste ! 

Son livre intitulé Les propos d’un pur coton, fait l’éloge du 
Canada d’aujourd’hui et anticipe de façon négative les 
conséquences d'un OUI au référendum. Contrairement à bien 
d’autres livres parus sur le marché, ce dernier se veut être un 
message du cœur et non pas une • analyse scientifique » de la 
situation canadienne et référendaire. Son amour du Québec et de 
Montréal, est reflété tout au long de ce court essai et réussit 
d'ailleurs à passer à travers les réticences des souverainistes les 
plus Invétérés. 



Plusieurs suggestions sont bites dans ce livre . Mintzberg offre 
d'ailleurs une nouvelle constitution qui tient surune 
simple feuille de papier. Une emphase 
particulière est mise sur b cohabitation 
des trois peuples fondateurs du 
Canada et une Idée de trois sociétés 
distinctes est mise de l'avant il 
envisage donc, pour restructurer 
de façon plus équitable la 
constitution, un rassem- 
blement des « purs bines », 
des» purs cotons » ainsi que 
des autochtones identifiés 
comme les « purs poils ». 

L'auteur qui se décrit comme 
* un gars ben ordinaire », dit 
offrir avec toute modestie sa 
contribution personnelle à ce 
débat canadien. 

Cet essai, construit avec doigté, 
permetaulectorar de sc divertir tout en 




réfléchissant sur un sujet qui le touche tout particulièrement. 
Henry Mintzberg réussit à Intéresser son public 
sans essayer toutefois de lui faire 
changer d'opinion. Le message est 
simple et l'approche subtile et 
sincère ( ce qui semble rare 
ces jours-ci ) est susceptible 
de rejoindre les lecteurs et 
lectrices des deux cbns. 
C'est le ton qu'il donne à 
son essai qui le rend 
si différent. 

Il était donc une fob, 
l’histoire d’un < pur 
coton » qui un jour 
voubll reconstruire son 
pays avec ses ami-es les 
i pures latnes > qui 
parlaient français et ses ami- 
es les» purs poils »qui étaient 
b avant tout le monde. 
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L'évolution du 
nationalisme 
québécois 



Historique 

Michel Tremblay 



k-; c débat sur la Constitution canadienne n’est pas né d’hier, 
f I II s’ouvre à partir de la fin de la Deuxième Guerre mondiale 
ml « et prend de l’ampleur dans les années I960 et 1970. 

L’arrivée au pouvoir des libéraux de Jean Lesage en 1960 marque le début 
V de h Révolution tranquille. Cette période se caractérise par des réformes politiques, 
a institutionnelles et sociales qui ont remodelé le Québec, 
y Celui-ci, a-t-on dit depuis, devient alors une société nouvelle. Le mot d ' ordre 
devient * maître chez nous ». On accélère le processus de modernisation de 
l’après-guerre qui fut un temps freiné par le gouvernement de Maurice Duplessis. 
L’État nationalise plusieurs institutions comme les collèges et universités de même 
que les hôpitaux, jusqu’alors dirigés parles ordres religieux, afin d’en démocratiser 
l’accès. Par ailleurs, tout l’appareil gouvernemental est transformé alors que des 
kr. ministères, tels que celui de l’éducation créé en 1964, des régies et des sociétés 
Nd’État sont mis sur pied. 

Qui plus est, la Révolution tranquille entraîne un nouveau nationalisme qui se 
''manifeste sur trois fronts. Au Québec, on remet en cause l’emprise de la minorité 
anglophone sur l’économie. Au Canada, on veut mettre fin a la centralisation accrue 
Sdu gouvernement fédéral et obtenir plus de pouvoirs pour le Québec. Dans le 
monde, on affirme une présence québécoise internationale en établissant des liens 
détroits avec la France et plusieurs autres pays de la francophonie. 

Cette période voit naître des partis politiques indépendantistes tels que le 
Rassemblement pour l’indépendance nationale ( RIN ) et le Parti québécois 
■ ( PQ ) fondé par René Lévesque. Par ailleurs, un groupe terroriste, le Front de 
libération du Québec ( FLQ ), fait son apparition en 1963. 

Ce dernier s’en prend aux institutions fédérales comme l’armée et les bureaux 
de poste qui sont, selon les « felquistes », des symboles de colonialisme. Les 
-v membres du FLQ participent également aux luttes sociales et conflits ouvriers, 

, tout en préconisant l’indépendance du Québec et l’accès des francophones aux 
postes de commande de l’économie et de la société. 

Les actes terroristes du FLQ culminent en 1970 lors de la crise d’octobre. Les 
, terroristes enlèvent le diplomate britannique James Richard Cross et le ministre 



I i Pierre Laporte. Ces actions provoquent une fulgurante riposte de la pan du 
^Ti Gouvernement fédéral nui déclare la loi des mesures de puerre et envoie l'armée 



^gouvernement fédéral qui déclare la loi des mesures de guerre et envoie l’armée 
dans les rues de Montréal. Lors des événements, le ministre Lapone est assassiné. 

Au cours des années 1970, la bataille linguistique qui s’est amorcée à la fin de 
f la décennie précédente, se poursuit. 

ri En 1976, le Pani québécois est élu. Ce nouveau gouvernement adopte la loi 
101 qui stipule que le français est la seule langue officielle du Québec et organise, 
en mai 1980, un référendum sur la souveraineté du Québec. L’option des péquistes 
1 ’est battue, n'obtenant que 40.4 p. cent pour le Oui, contre 59.6 p. cent pour le 
N Non. 

En 1982, alors que le Québec réclame des pouvoirs accrus ainsi qu’un statut 
' . spécial, les autres provinces et le gouvernement fédéral de Pierre Elliott Trudeau 
U n'acceptent pas ces demandes. Ils adoptent la nouvelle loi constitutionnelle, sans 
" ' le consentement du Québec qui y est exclu. C’est ce qu’on appelle le rapatriement 
unilatéral de la Constitution canadienne. 

* , Dans la seconde moitié des années 1980, les gouvernements québécois et 
k. 1 fédéral tentent à deux reprises de relancer les négociations afin que le Québec 
reconnaisse officiellement la Constitution de 1982. Tout d'abord, ils proposent 
l'accord du lac Meech qui constitue un compromis politique permettant au 
p Québec d’adhérer à la loi de 1982. L’entente est ratifiée par toutes les provinces 
en 1987, mais elle devient caduque en 1990 alors que le Manitoba et Terre-Neuve 
font volte-face en refusant de l'entériner. On propose ensuite l'Accord de 
Charlottetown en 1992. la population canadienne est soumise à un référendum 
afin de faire approuver cette entente. Cependant, la majorité des électeurs, tant 
ceux du Québec que ceux du Canada, s’y opposent. le Non l’emporte avec 54.2 
p. cent des voix contre 44 8 p. cent pour le Oui. 

Finalement, en 1994, Jacques Parizeau est élu premier ministre du Québec et 
propose un second référendum sur la souveraineté du Québec. Il reste à voir si 



^ l’option des péquistes sera acceptée par les électeurs. 



^ SOURCES; LINTEAU, Paul-André et al., Histoire du Québec contemporain Le 
.a Québec depuis 1930, Montréal, Boréal, 19S9. 834 p.; COOK, Ramsay, le Canada. 



Tî Etude moderne, Montréal, Guérin, 1988 309 p.; L’Etat du monde. Edition 1993; 



Un OUI conscient, un 



L e peuple québécois se retrouve encore une fois à la croisée des 
chemins. L’équipe de ce journal dans sa majorité a choisi de 
soutenir la cause souverainiste entre autre pour les raisons 
exposées dans cet éditorial. Nous envisageons la souveraineté 
comme une première étape, comme un outil et non une fin en soi, comme 
un nouvel espace politique qui s’ouvre à nous les jeunes des années 1990 
La souveraineté est un but tout à fait désirable. Effectivement, si l'on 
entend par là la souveraineté du peuple - celle du plus grand nombre, ce 
qui signifie que celui-ci a le pouvoir de déterminer comment il va satisfaire 
ses aspirations. Cependant, s'il était clair que le vote qu'on nous demande 
portait sur cela, la majorité n’aurait pas trop de mal à se décider. 

Il ne faut donc pas se faire d’illusion. Nous ne sommes pas invités à la 
grande messe référendaire pour déterminer si notre société sera souveraine 
ou non. Peut-être aurons-nous, le 31 octobre, la souveraineté de l'État 
québécois, ce qui par ailleurs devient une idée de plus en plus vide de sens, 
à mesure que les États cèdent de leur souveraineté aux milieux financiers. 



m RUSSELL, Peter II. .Constitutional Odyssey, Toronto, University ofToronto Press, 



1993.317 p. 



Le panorama politique 

De façon à bien saisir cette perspective sur la question il faut regarder le 
panorama politique actuel. Au fédéral et au provincial, la tendance se 
confirme depuis les années 1980 : réduction de l'intervention de l’État, 
privatisations, réductions des programmes sociaux, déréglementation du 
marché du travail, etc. Cette tendance, que l'on appelle néo-libérale, soustend 
que la fonction de l'État n’est pas de rééquilibrer les rapports sociaux. 

« Dans l'actuel contexte idéologique, aucune structure politique n'est 
garante du mieux-être pour la majorité » écrit Viviane Portebois membre de 
l'équipe de Virtualité. Autrement dit, dans le contexte politique actuel nos 
idéaux égalitaires seront constamment remis en question ou tout simplement 
mis de côté. 

Et c’est bien pour cela que le tant attendu projet de société, qui serait 
garant d'objectifs communs pour le bienêtre général, ne tombera pas du 
ciel. Par ailleurs, il ne viendra sûrement pas du camp fédéral. Celui-ci n’a 
rien à proposer de nouveau, si l’on se fie aux arguments de la campagne 
référendaire ... ç'eut été, pourtant, le seul argument en faveur d'un vote 
négatif. 

Mais imaginont un instant que ceci importe peu, oublions un moment 
que les fédéralistes n'ont même pas senti la nécessité de renouveler 
radicalement h fédération, et qu’ainsi la question reste valide : en quoi un 
oui le 30 octobre prochain représente-t-il un enjeu primordial pour l'avenir 
du Québec ? 

Face au désintérêt généralisé de la population pour ses propres 
institutions ( l'État, l’éducation, etc ) il apparaît nécessaire et urgent de leur 
redonner une signification, un sens. Dans cette perspective, la souveraineté 



À l'occasion de ce numéro spécial s 
Premières Nations, l'équipe du McGill D 
en faveur de la souveraineté du Quét 
que l'opinion d'une partie ( majoritaire 
c’est NON » représente la position de 



Le mythe du projet de société 

Ce qu’on nous propose en ce moment, c'est une • souveraineté 
étatique », par opposition à une « société souveraine », selon les termes 
de Daniel Lagacé, directeur de Virtualité. Certains diront alors qu’il ne s’agit 
que d'un changement de drapeau et qu'il ne sert à rien. Mais au delà de 
cette simple constatation, il y a-t-il dans tout ced une raison suffisante pour 
refuser l’indépendance ? 

Non ! Car, il serait illusoire de vouloir atteindre la société idéale avant 
de se lancer. Au contraire, la souveraineté restera à faire et si on se lance , on 
se lance en fait dans la construction de cette souveraineté. C'est ce qui rend 
la tâche d’autant plus attrayante. 

Et il est illusoire d’attendre de l’État ce que nous devons nous-mêmes 
construire en tant qu’individus : un projet de société, un renouveau du 
contrat social. On ne peut déléguer toutes nos responsabilités à l'État. C’est- 
à-dire qu'il n’y a que nous, citoyens et citoyennes, qui pouvons construire 
ce projet. Et ced ne peut se hire qu’au moyen d’une plus grande participation 
et d’un plus grand engagement personnel. Dans cette perspective, dire oui, 
c'est faire appel à la responsabilité de chacune. 

Pour tous ceux et celles qui, comme l'équipe de ce journal, cherchent 
' un autre sens à la vie et un renouvellement du contrat social, le défi actuel 
face à la monté des extrêmes et de la droite est énorme. Et dans cette logique 
de changement sodal, la souveraineté ne doit pas être perçue comme une 
fin en soi, mais bien comme un moment catalyseur selon l’expression 
consacrée par M. Lagacé, comme l’ouverture d’un nouvd espace politique 
dont les mouvements sociaux, la sodété civile en général, doit être la 
première à s’emparer. 



pourrait bien impliquer un certain renouveau institutionnel qui permettrait 
aux gens de se reconnaître dans les institutions québécoises. 

De plus, d'une façon ou d’une autre, la division de l'électorat sur des 
lignes sociales est bien plus nette qu’en 1980 : d'un côté, le Conseil du 
patronat ( lui, il « sait » ce qui est bon pour nous ... ), les banques, b 
groupes finanders et les grands entrepreneurs; de l'autre, les syndicats, le 
mouvement coopératif, les groupes populaires, les organismes 
communautaires et une partie importante des artistes et intellectuels. 

Définitivement, les parti pris sont dairs. Et c'est pour cette simple raison 
que le débat, qu’on le veuille ou non, se situe aussi dans une perspective de 
progrès social et politique C’est un enjeu primordial. L’équipe de ce journal 
a choisi son côté. 



Penser l’avenir 

Même si les positions exprimées plus haut sont plus que suffisantes pour 
déterminer notre vote, deux autres thèmes névralgiques ne peuvent être 
laissé de côté. U y a l'identité québécoise, et la situation constitutionnelle 
canadienne. Cdle-d comprend ; le blocage constitutionnel, la non -existence 
d'une communauté politique pan-canadienne et la troublante tendance à 
droite du dimat politique canadien ( déjà apperçu plus haut ). 

En ce qui concerne l’identité, il semble assez évident que l'on ne se sépare 
pas simplement parce qu’on est» différent », contrairement à ce qu'on peut 
fréquemment entendre. Même si linguistiquement parlant on peut voir des 
différences fondamentales. La laneuc reste un des moteurs de la cause 
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souverainiste. Ainsi, de façon générale, les anglo-saxons ont une perception 
plus instrumentale de leur langue, alors que h francophonie y voit plus • une 
façon d’être », comme le dit le professeur Charies Taylor. 

Dans tous les cas, ce qui rend la séparation acceptable c’est, 
premièrement, que le Canada a donné et donnera une fin de non-recevoir à 
la demande de reconnaissance de cette différence. 

Deuxièmement, du côté politique, le Canada et le Québec, de façon 
générale, envisagent et conçoivent leur avenir de façons différentes. Les 
dernières consultations populaires ont clairement fait apparaître que la 
population québécoise continue d’envisager la social -démocratie comme 
un avenir politique viable. Par contre, du côté canadien la tendance générale 
montre que le système politico-économique est perçu différemment. • La 
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n OUI sans hésitations 



/ sur l’avenir du Québec, du Canada et des 
Il Daily français a choisi de prendre position 
lébec. Ce texte ne représente cependant 
ire ) de l’équipe. Le texte « C’est simple, 
de ses signataires uniquement. 

lit “différence" est réelle mais elle tient bien moins à une sorte de caractère 
collectif qu’à une idée distincte de ce qu'est le futur, et de la façon de s’y 
les gouverner pour y arriver » écrit Lise Bissonnette, directrice de Le Devoir. 
du Une des questions fondamentales est donc, « comment envisage-t-on 
les l’avenir ? » 

le Trois éléments généraux doivent être alors abordés : le social, le politique 

es et l'économique. Au cours de la minable campagne à laquelle nous assistons, 
l'économique a été omniprésent. U semble que les fédéralistes, à court 
on d’arguments sur les deux premiers points, ne se soient concentrés que sur le 

de dernier. C'est bien malheureux que l'autre camp ait mordu à l'hameçon. De 
tal plus, bien que cela soit discutable, d'aucuns diront que le bien-être 
économique n’est que le résultat du bon fonctionnement social et politique 
et non pas l'inverse. 

iur Le social 

ïe U ne s’agit pas ici de faire une analyse détaillée des trois composantes, 
Ile mais quelques points peuvent être avancés. Par exemple, pour beaucoup c'est 

ce le système de sécurité sociale canadien qui représente en fait le seul lien, la 
; à seule solidarité collective, qui unit et qui donne sa raison d’être à la fédération 

canadienne. D’ailleurs, lorsqu'on parie d'insécurité face à h souveraineté 
ire souvent on ne fait que référence à la possible perte des acquis sociaux du 

ut système canadien. Mais il y a lieu, aujourd'hui, de se demander en quoi ce 

es lien est significatif si tous les gouvernements ( fédéraux et provinciaux ) ne 
se font que remettre en question cette sécurité sociale. 




lu 










in Lo constitutionnel 

ie Puis, au delà des similitudes évidentes que l’on retrouve au Canada d’Est 
en Ouest, il y a une différence philosophique fondamentale entre anglo-saxons 
t, et francophones. 

à Le Canada, à l’image des États-Unis, a adopté une vision procédurale de la 
démocratie libérale : on met l'emphase sur les droits individuels. Le Québec, 
n de son côté, poursuit la reconnaissance de droits collectifs, ce qui à l’évidence 

3 va à l'encontre de la conception canadienne du droit - qui ne reconnaît que 

la l'individu . Le problème apparaît à partir du moment où la conception du droit 

ïe canadien devient le seul terrain d'entente possible et acceptable. C'est-à-dire, 

le qu'à partir du moment ou les réclamations québécoises sont incompatibles 
a avec la démocratie libérale, ce système est intenable pour le Québec. 



En 1992, après Meech, le professeur Taylor disait « notre seule façon de 
coexister est d'accepter d'être en désaccord (...) Cela signifie-t-il que nous 
puissions coexister uniquement sous la forme de deux sociétés 
indépendantes? Voilà la thèse des souverainistes du Québec. Cette thèse 
s’impose uniquement dans la mesure où les libéraux procéduraux ne 
démordent pas du principe qu’ils ne peuvent accepter de partager le pays 
avec des gens qui vivent selon un autre modèle. • 

En d’autres termes, comme l'avait dit Pascal au 17c siècle, « la source de 
toute hérésie, est de ne pas concevoir l'accord de deux vérités opposées et 
de croire qu'elles sont incompatibles. • 

On peut donc concevoir deux solutions. Soit on croit que les Canadians 
sauront un jour, dans leur majorité, reconnaître ce fait et on croit, en plus, 
que le fédéralisme canadien saura montrer assez de souplesse pour incorporer 
le changement. Auquel cas on vote non. 

Soit on croit, comme la majorité des québécois, que les Canadians ne 
sont pas près d’accepter cette différence de principes. Dans cette 
perspective, on peut aussi croire que l'ensemble canadien sera bien plus 
souple lorsque tout le monde aura rapatrié ses pouvoirs décisionnels et 
que tous n'auront plus qu'eux-même à blâmer lorsque surgira un 
inconvénient quelconque. 

Et dans ce dernier cas, on peut espérer que de leur côté les Canadians 
sauront résoudre leur sentiment d'insécurité identitaire, comme le souligne 
M. Taylor, par rapport au États-Unis ( dont ils partagent la langue et la culture 
de masse ). Puis on peut aussi espérer que du côté québécois on saura aussi 
résoudre ce même type de sentiment qui a mené aux manifestations les plus 
déplorables du nationalisme québécois. Dans ce dernier cas on vote oui. 

L’économique 

Le sujet économique ne vaut pas la peine d’être débatu ici. Il a déjà assez 
large presse ailleurs. Cependant, lorsqu’on nous dit que la tendance mondiale 
est à l’union, aux regroupement de grands ensembles, à la chute des barrières 
et à l'ouvenure des marchés, il manque un élément essentiel à l'argument. 
La tendance est plutôt à l'union d'États souverains, libres de leur choix et 
seuls responsables de leurs acquis ou de leurs erreurs. Une nuance bien trop 
importante. 

Par ailleurs, on peut se demander en quoi notre appartenance au Canada 
nous permet une plus grande ouverture vers le monde ( un argument assez 
en vogue dernièrement ). Comme le fait remarquer le sociologue Fernand 
Dumont, • si on en reste à ce niveau de débat, pourquoi ne pas passer 
carrément à l'annexion aux États-Unis ? Ce serait “plus vaste" encore ! • 

Les autochtones 

Un autre problème se pose avec acuité : la situation des anglophones, 
des allophones et surtout des autochtones au sein du Québec, indépendant 
ou non . 

Sans pour autant renier ses positions souverainistes, on peut se permettre 
d’espérer que la plus grande difficulté que rencontrerale Québec sursa route 
vers la reconnaissance internationale sera celle du statut qu’il accordera à sa 
population amérindienne. L’ONU a été catégorique là dessus, et Parizeau se 
l'est déjà fait répéter plusieurs fois : il n’est pas question d'oublier les 
demandes faites par les nations amérindiennes si le Québec veut être reconnu. 

Notre oui 

Notre oui n'est donc ni un oui • inconscient », ni « irresponsable », ni 
« suicidaire «.Bien au contraire, c’est un oui connaissant, conscient des défis 
qui se posent au Québec. C’est un oui , qui ne se cache rien. 

C'est un oui qui se rappelle qui il y a des auchtones au Québec, qu’il y a 
des anglophones et d'autres communautés culturelles qui font partie du 
Québec. C’est un oui qui se fout des* cenncs »gagnéesou perdue. C’est un 
oui qui n'oublit pas que plus de 20 p. cent de la population québécoise vit 
sous le seuil de la pauvreté. 

C’est un oui qui rappelle à notre gérontocratie que ce sont les jeunes qui 
voteront le 30 octobre 1995 qui seront les premiers à construire la 
souveraineté du Québec. C’est un oui qui va au delà des petits intérêts 
mesquins. C’est un oui qui veut un pays où il n’y aura pas besoin d'une loi 
101 , nid'* entente », ni de « concessions » pour vivre sa langue. 

Pour tous ce qui a été exposé plus haut et bien bien plus, c'est un oui 
sans hésitation. 

Mm Leon pour l'équipe du McGill Daily français. 
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OPINION 

Emmanuelle Latraverse, Tristan E. Landry 

I J oter NOiV au prochain référendum, ce n’est pas nécessairement manquer ^ 

II de nationalisme, être peureux ou faire preuve d’un amour immodéré 
If pource cher fédéralisme canadien. C’est tout simplement tenir compte 
I de plusieurs réalités sociales, économiques quel 'option souverainiste, 

plutôt idéaliste, a tendance à oublier. fej 

L'avenir du Canada et du Québec sc décidera dans moins d’une * J\ 
semaine, et ce n'est pas faire* une campagne de peur «que d’affirmer 
que les enjeux pour le Québec sont énormes. Malheureusement, le 
niveau du discours de la campagne est si superficiel et si émotif que n* 
le débat de fond, celui sur lequel chacun et chacune doit fonder sa * j 
décision, est tout simplement absent. 

Depuis les quarante dernières années, la position du Québec a ^ 
énormément changé au sein du Canada. Les francophones sont m. 
reconnus. Ils et elles peuvent crier haut et fort * nous sommes maîtres « 
chez nous », comme le réclamait Jean Lesage. Grâce à la loi 101, la langue 
française n'est plus vraiment menacée au Québec. Notre province & 
demeure en outre une force centrale de la fédération canadienne. \j 
Il est d'ailleurs faux de prétendre que la Canada néglige de ~ 
s’adapter au caractère distinct du Québec. Le Québec, sous le 
gouvernement de Paul Sauvé, a été la première province à avoir pleine w, 1 
juridiction en matière d’éducation pré-universitaire. Le Québec n'est- i i 
il pas la seule province canadienne à avoir une juridiction en matière * 
d'immigration, à percevoir son propre impôt sur le revenu ? 

La fédération canadienne n’est pas parfaite. Elle doit continuer à N 
évoluer tout comme elle l'a fait depuis les quelques deux cent f 
dernières années. Voter NON, c’est croire en celle évolution et 
reconnaître scs mérites. 

11 est vrai que, advenant un OUI, un milion d'emplois ne seront 
pas perdus et que le Québec ne risque pas de devenir une ^ 

* république de bananes » ou le 53e état américain. Ce n’est toutefois 
pas suffisant pour conclure que le Québec n'a rien à perdre. Au ^ 
contraire, le Québec fait panic d'un grand pays, le Canada, respecté 
sur la scène politique et économique internationale. Le Canada est 
membre du G-7, de l'ALÉNA, de l'Organisation mondiale du commerce 
et le Québec, en tant que province, profite de cette position d'avant 
plan. Un Québec souverain serait privé de ces acquis et perdrait le 
statut respecté du Canada dansses négociations internationales. C’est 
une réalité inévitable de la politique mondiale. 

En réalisant le projet de souveraineté proposé par la coalition PQ- v 
Bloc-ADQ, le Québec perdrait ces avantages qui lui sont garantis par 
la fédération et devrait rebâtir cette place de choix, tant sur le plan 
nord-américain qu’international. D'ailleurs le sécrétaire d'Éiat 
américain Warren Christopher déclarait la semaine dernière qu'un 
Québec souverain ne bénéficerait pas de ses privilèges de province 
canadienne, et que ses relations avec les États-Unis, un de ses 
principaux partenaires commerciaux, seraient à redéfinir. i\ 

L’option souverainiste tient pour certaine une coopération du ^ 
Canada en cas de séparation. Le Canada aura intérêt avant tout à ^ 
réorganiser un pays déchiré avant d’accomoder les requêtes d'un 
Québec souverain. Compte tenu de la complexité des relations entre 
États indépendants, le meilleur levier que les québécois et québécoises 
peuvent avoir pour négocier avec le reste du Canada n'est-il pas à : > 
l'intérieur même de la fédération ? 

Une crise économique sévit, ronge les emploiset amplifie une dette 
déjà importante. Le momentum n'existe jus |>our prendre ces risques, 
au lieu de travaillera remédier aux problèmes sociaux et économiques 
éminents qui affligent notre société. Plutôt, pourquoi ne pas mettre 
nos efforts à améliorer un pays certes imparfait comme tous les autres, 
mais néanmoins plein d'avenir, de ressources humaines et r- 
matcrielles ? Le Québec fait partie de ce pays, et ce, depuis son origine. 

Il a apporté une contribution majeure à son édification et à son identité. 

Voter NON ne signifie pas rejetter son identité québécoise, au £ 
profit d’une identité exclusivement canadienne. Voter NON c'est §• 
reconnaître qu’historiquement, cette identité québécoise n’a pu être ™ 
construite qu’au sein même du Canada. vo 
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NOUVELLE 

Tristan-E. Landry 

lors que le peuple québécois anticipe 
aveci patience le jour du scrutin, le 
reste duCanada reste tranquillement 
dans l’ombre en attendant Le verdict. 
^Toutefois, cette attente permet aux étudiant-es du 
\J Canada dodévclopper leurs opinions particulières 
^ et régionalisées sur les enjeux du prochain référera 
1 j dum. 

Dans les provinces atlantiques, le ton envers le 
Québec est généralement froid. Les provinces 
maritimes ont toujours été une région fortement 
dépendante du gouvernement fédéral, donc émi- 
nemment fédéraliste. Les enjeux de ce référendum 
t>, sont importants pour cette région. Advenant la sou- 
' vcrainetc du Québec, l’Atlantique sera littéralement 
, ; coupé du reste du Canada. 

' ' Ix fait de se retrouver écarté du reste du Canada 

semble d’ailleurs inquiéter nombre d’universitaires 
kde la région. « La souveraineté québécoise risque 
de mettre sérieusement en péril le développement 
économique de la région. Le Nouveau-Brunswick 
commence à peine à développer son potentiel 
économique, il n’a vraiment pas besoin d’un autre 
coup dur qui.'pourrait mettre en péril son boom 
économique », soutient Kate Adams, étudiante en 
‘ droit à l’Université de Moncton. 

», nouvelle du Muse, le journal étudiant de l’Univer- 
,sité Memorial, croit que les gens de Terre-Neuve 
^ sont plutôt antipathiques face nu débat référendaire 
« Depuis la question du Ltbrador, les Terre- 
Neuviens n’ont pas vraiment le Québec dans le 
: ’coeur. Le présent référendum et les positions 
soutenues par les souverainistes ne font qu'aug- 
menter les tensions entre le Canada et le Québec 
», admet M. Cochrane. 

i\ Ce dernier estime aussi que les gens de Terre- 
U Neuve ne veulent pas d’entente entre un Québec 
souverain et le reste du Canada. « Si le Québec se 
sépare, il se sépare. Pas question d’avoir une mon- 
\[ jnaie commune et pas question de signer des 
Hententes avantageuses, le Québec devra se 
débrouiller seul », conclut M. Cochrane. 

» Au Canada central, la position des gens semble 
[J être un peu plus modérée. L’Ontario, grandement lié 
au Québec du point de vue économique, tient un 
discours plutôt sobre face a la question référendaire. 
À l'Université d’Ottawa, les positions 
^ souverainistes sont d'ailleurs bien reçues auprès de 
la population étudiante francophone.» Les franco- 
phones à l'université sont plutôt favorables au camp 
a du OUI. Avec le virage à droite que nous connais- 
[ ' sons en Ontario, les gens voient dans le projet de 
souverainté une posibilité d’éviter les coupures in- 
justes », avance Martin Dupuis, l'un des rédacteurs 
de la Rotonde, le journal étudiant francophone de 
l'Université d’Ottawa. Toutefois, comme le fait re- 
marquer M. Dupuis, la population francophone à 
l’Université d'Ottawa est fortement québécoise, ex- 
pliquant en partie leur tendance pro-souverainiste. 
Les anglophones, de leur côté, ne sont pas 
a souverainté. Ils ont la sensa- 
^ lion qu’on est en train de détruire leur pays », admet 
Jâ M. Dupuis. Selon le journaliste de la Rotonde, cette 
t; situation s’explique par le manque d’information 
° qu’ont les anglophones sur les enjeux véritables de 
™ la souverainté. • Ixs médias canadiens ne rapportent 
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^ vraiment favorables à I 



que le côté du gouvernement fédéral et ils déforment 
le message souverainiste », rajoute M. Dupuis. 

David Cashaback, un étudiant en sciences 
politiques à l'Université d’Ottawa, ne croit pas de 
son côté que le Québec ait besoin de se séparer 
pour obtenir ce qu’il cherche. « Si on remet toute 



cette histoire référendaire en perspective, la 
population du Québec est relativement homogène 
et elle profite d’avantages que d’autres provinces 
n’ont pas. La fédération canadienne, dans le cas du 
Québec, a démontré sa flexibilité à plusieurs 
reprises », soutient M. Cashaback. 




Dans l’ouest canadien, la question référendaire 
ne semble pas être un enjeu de grande importance. 
« Le Québec, c'est loin de nous autres. Un Québec 
souverain ou un Québec à l'Intérieur de la 
fédération canadienne, on ne voit pas vraiment la 
différence d'ici. Ce que nous voulons, c’est en finir 
essentiellement avec la question, une fois pourtou- 
tes », soutient Anna Brooks, une étudiante en com- 
munication à l'Université de Victoria. Elle admet 
qu’en général les gens de la Colombie-Britannique 
ne comprennent pas les véritables motifs du pré- 
sent débat. • Peu de gens en Colombie-Britanni- 
que ont mis les pieds au Québec. La défense du 
français etla défense de la culture française, ce sont 
des concepts inconnus ici », rajoute Mme Brooks. 

L’étudiante de l’Université de Victoria estime 
cependant que l’incompréhesion des réalités entre 
les peuples fondateurs du Canada est l’une des 
causes principales du marasme constitutionnel. « Si 
les gens d’ici ne comprennent pas vraiment les gens 
du Québec, ces dentiers ne sont pas plus au courant 
de ce qui se passe en Colombie-Britannique », 
conclut Mme Brooks. 



L’anthropologie à la rescousse du OUI 



Littérature 

Marie-Andrée Vermette 






A force de baigner dans la campa- 
gne référendaire et d’avoir les 
yeux rivés sur ce fatidique 30 oc- 
tobre, le peuple québécois, 
obnubilé par sa propre condition, oublie les 
souches mêmes de ce mouvement 
nationaliste. Dans son livre Le Syndrome des 
Plaines d’Abraham, l’anthropologue Eric 
Schwimmer, analyse le phénomène du na- 
tionalisme et tente de le relier à la question 
québécoise. 

Il dresse un portrait des luttes que cer- 
tains peuples ont menées pour accéder à 
l’indépendance et utilise ces exemples pour 
expliquer les deux bases fondamentales à 
l’émergence de mouvements nationalistes : 
la « minorisation » et les cycles de tolérance. 
À la lumière des ces expériences et d’entre- 
vues réalisées en Mauricie, l’auteur examine 
ensuite la situation du Québec. 11 affirme 
que, dans un État pluraliste où les valeurs 
de base sont établies par un noyau culturel 
prépondérant, les valeurs des autres sont 
tolérées mais minoritaires. 

Après cette analyse des points communs 
à toute lutte indépendantiste, 
M. Schwimmer tourne son regard vers le 
référendum québécois. Il avance l’hypo- 
thèse que le Canada anglais considère les 
Québécois et Québécoises comme une mi- 
norité : depuis la bataille des plaines d’Abra- 
ham, anglophones et francophones n’ont 
jamais fait la paix. 

Il lui semble inutile d’entamer d’autres 
négociations entre le Québec et le reste du 
Canada. D’une part, le Canada serait pro- 
bablement réticent à négocier une entente 



qui n’aurait pour effet que de compliquer 
sa structure politique. D’autre part, le Qué- 
bec n’a rien à lui offrir en échange : il « sem- 
ble charger le Canada de toutes les respon- 
sabilités sérieuses, en lui faisant jouer une 
fois de plus son rôle de Père : celui de gâter 
les enfants, pour assurer la tranquillité 
de la maison. » 

D’après l’auteur, les pays qui 
ont accédé à la souveraineté 
ont pris cette décision 
lorsque les coûts du 
nationalisme sont 
devenus trop 
élevés et 
quand 
les bé 
néfices 
retirés ont 
été jugés insa- 
tisfaisants. Mal- 
heureusement, la 
rupture totale ne 
faisant pas partie des 
habitudes de la culture 
traditionnelle québécoise, 
l’intrinsèque pulsion souve 
rainiste se voit freinée au Québec. 

Il lance toutefois ce message 
d’espoir aux troupes souverainistes : le 
référendum de 1995 n’est pas celui de la 
dernière chance. La progression de l’idée 
souverainiste se poursuivra, lentement mais 
sûrement. 

L’auteur met beaucoup d’énergie à étu- 
dier les succès et les échecs des mouvements 
indépendantistes étraira ers sous prétexte de 
comparer ces mouvements à celui du Qué- 
bec. Cette première partie permettrait de se 
familiariser avec certains concepts impor- 




tants si l’application de ces concepts à la si- 
tuation québécoise ne devenait vague et peu 
explicite. Les deux parties du livre n’ont 
alors que peu de liens l’une avec l’autre. 

De plus, la partie du livre portant sur le 
Québec est déficiente à plusieurs égards. 
Tout d’abord l’objectivité de l’anthropolo- 
gue dans sa démarche est discutable puis- 
que celui-ci se déclare d’entrée de jeu en 
faveur du OUI. De plus, M. Schwimmer 
réalisé qu’une quinzaine 
d’entrevues, et ce, en Mauricie 
seulement. Il s’agit d’un échan- 
tillon assez restreint et peu 
représentatif de la popu- 
lation québécoise. Des 
éléments propres au 
Québec, tels les villes, 
le cosmopolitisme 
de Montréal, et 
d’autres ré- 
gions, sont 
complète- 
ment exclus 
de sa démarche. 
On peut égale- 
ment reprocher à l’au- 
teur de limiter son analyse au 
côté anthropologique de la 
question. L auteur aurait gagné à 
approfondir s n analyse en puisant 
aussi du côté économique, politique, 
sociale. Peut-être aurait-il alors réussit à 
faire oublier à son lectorat ses préjugés, pour 
oser se questionner sur le fond de la 
question. 

Le Syndrome </< > Plaines d’ Abraham de 
Éric Schwimmer avec In collaboration de 
Michel Chartier au Éditions du Boréal, 210 
payes, 24,95 S. 
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La bataille des publicités : 



C est quoi ton signe? 



. COMMENTAIRE 

Marc Antoine Godin 

L es publicités en vue du choix référendaire battent leur plein. 
Panout on rivalise de couleurs, on joue à qui a la plus grosse. . . 
un jeu d’enfants. Des milliers de dollars sont dépensés en 
pancartes, en autocollants, en publi reportages, pour n’arriver 
qu'à un seul but : vous convaincre de mettre votre X à la bonne place. 
D’abord il est assez fascinant de constater dans quels secteurs de 
— — — Montréal chaque 

On a raison de dire 

les organisations 
I m ^ I politiques innon- 

I I I ■ 1^^ I dent de leurs 
J | ^ cartons les 

quartiers déjà 
gagnés à leur 

option. La forteresse de Mercier, comté du bas du Plateau Mont-Royal, 
est un bastion souverainiste de longue tradition. Où est donc l’utilité 
de dépenser une fortune en territoire déjà conquis ? Pourquoi ne 
pas s'attaquer à des centres névralgiques, comme Montréal-Nord, où 
la bataille se promet d'être féroce ? 

Remarquez, la même attitude prévaut pour le 
camp du NON : dans l'Ouest de File, on dit p' , 

qu’il pleut des pancartes bleues et rouges... ( ■ ) 

C’est d’ailleurs dans le domaine / | J 
publicitaire que le NON a gagné des points : Z' — 

il détient, à ce jour, le monopole sur les ' 
autobus. Partout à Montréal, leurs écriteaux 



On a raison de dire 

NON 



lent nnccihlôl 



et ça devient possible 



la caravane souverainiste se déplace en autobus scolaire ! 

Par contre, le NON reperd scs points difficilement gagnés dès qu'on 
discute esthétisme. Connaissez-vous plus « drabc » comme message 
publicitaire ? Ah, cette fameuse sépa-ration bleue et rouge. . . Le mot 

est tellement divisé que 
plusieurs s'interrogent : 

« Ça veut dire quoi, 
sépa ? ».« Sais pas... ». 
En misant sur les 
couleurs idéologiques 
traditionnelles, le NON a 
voulu passer un message 
certes clair et direct, mais pourtant si peu accrocheur ! 

A bien l'observer, la publicité peut être bien mal 
interprétée. Cette fleur de lys et cette feuille 
d’érable qui gravitent, vont-elles finir par se y 
cogner l’une contre l'autre ? Sombre y Æk 
présage politique, continueront-elles y-. 
longtemps à tourner en rond ? Le y ^|||| 
camp fédéraliste ne révolutionne y J»| 
décidément rien en matière Æ HU 

ne donne rien de bien concret wf g 

dent, d'autant plus qu'il . < 

n’a créé qu'un seul concept y 

visuel pour la campagne y 

référendaire. 

LcS a ^ ic,ies P our ,c 0U1 ont 
■ - l'avantage d'être beaucoup plus vivantes : au bleu- 
PQ traditionnel on a substitué des couleurs énergiques 
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avancent, reculent et dépassent par la droite. C’est en soi un juste et accrocheuses. On a également fait disparaître la fleur de lys pour 

retour des choses : le NON s’affiche dans le transport en commun et laisser tout l'espace à un gros OUI stylisé. On a illustré une planète 



poursymboliserl’ouverturesur le monde, un panneau de signalisation 
des employés de la construction pour signifier que le Québec allait se 
mettre au travail, un signe de « peace » pour dire «Dites OUI, qu’on 
nous sacre la paix». . . L'affiche du huard reste la plus ambigüe : est- 
ce une façon de dire qu’un Québec indépendant garderait ht monnaie 
canadienne ? Elle pourrait aussi suggérer que le Québec, même 
souverain, resterait 
dans le Canada. 

Cela porte ^ 

amusants quoique ^ 

manquant un peu | et ça devient possible | 

de consistance, il y a 

la devise -OUI, et ça devient possible», fa souveraineté devient possible, 
comme si elle ne l'était pas autant en 1980. Dans ce mot d'ordre, se 
mêlel'cspoiret le désagréable manque de confiance en soi. Cela 
devient possible... Quelle sorte d'immense point 
d’interrogation plane au-dessus de ce slogan ? 

J Devant les publicités du OUI et du NON, on 
y pourrait critiquer longtemps et s’attarder sur des 
^yy pacotilles. Inutile de gaspiller encre et salive : il a été 
^y démontré que de tels battages publicitaires, dans lesquels les 
y affiches d'un camp 
côtoient toujours celles J"™* 
de l'autre, n'ont que peu g 
d’impact sur les 
intentions de vote. Il 
faudrait innover. 

Pourquoi ne pas 

envahir le marché des * 

publi-sacs ? 




Au ras des pâquerettes! 



OPINION 

Anne Caporal et Emmanuelle M. Latraverse 



S 



ans référence déplacée à la campagne fleurie du OUI, le débat 
référendaire vole de plus en plus bas : au ras des pâquerettes. 
| La tournure que prend cette fin de campagne en irrite plus d'un. 
De quoi décourager les partisan-nes et de quoi éloigner les 

t loin des combats cxhaltés de 1980 entre le OUI et le NON. 

On est encore plus loin d'un 
débat au sein duquel des 
idées authentiques 

^ s’échangent et évoluent. 

Monsieur liouchard est 
peut-être empreint du 
meme genre de charisme 



qu'avait René Lévesque, mais son discours n'est pas aussi solide et 
construit que celui de son prédécesseur. Monsieur Johnson est peut- 
être un homme très intelligent, mais il n'en demeure pas moins, que 
son discours est vide et peu convainquant. La population se replie donc 
vers le amp de la léthargie. 

Les forces du OUI ne peuvent se détacher du classique discours 
émotif qui finalement ne s'adresse qu'aux • pure laines ». Ils n'ont 
pas encore pondu un argument raisonnable pour inciter les gens à 
voter OUI. De plus, voulant rallier le plus de gens à leur cause possible, 
ils n’osent présenter les vrais risques et enjeux de leur option 










souverainiste. De son côté, la campagne du NON, face à la ferveur 
émotive de la campagne du OUI, se voue littéralement à une 
« campagne de peur ». 

Où est le débat de fond ? Simplement nulle part. Qui a osé 
l’aborder ? Simplement personne. L'attaque mutuelle des amps l'a 
remplacée. Le OUI accuse le NON, qui se défend et accuse ensuite le A 
OUI. Chacun se renvoie la balle, tente de préserver sa position. Le.. . 
citoyen et la citoyenne sont mis de côte, pounant c'est leur avenir 
qui est en jeu. 

Le résultat, c’est que, mis à [tan les fédéralistes et souverainistes , I 
de nature, les autres électeurs et élcctrices, iront voter à reculons, I 
sans conviction. Ils voteront OUI, s'il ont 
été touchés par le discours 
de M. Bouchard. Ils iront 
voter NON, pour ne pas 
voter OUI ! / iSv) 
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Ls OUI) i sur une 

balance de couleur violette 



OPINION 
Richard P. Henri 



A moins de une semaine du 
référendum, les sondages 
indiquent que 14 p. cent 
de l’électorat est encore indécis. Il 
est A parier qu’il y aura encor e 
beaucoup d’indécis 2 jours, même 
2 heures, avant le moment de pas- 
ser aux urnes. Ce sont ces 
Québécois et Québécoises, pas en- 
core branchés, qui représentent les 
cibles de la campagne référendaire. 

Chaque électeur hésitant, cha- 
rpie électrice incertaine justifie les 
centaines de millions de dollars in- 
vestis dans la campagne de chaque 
camp. Malgré les prédictions et les 
exercices statistiques auquels se li- 
vrent analystes et spécialistes, le 
vote des indécis demeure imprévi- 
sible et déterminera irrémédiable- 
ment l'avenir du Québec. Ça, les 
deux partis ne l’ignorent pas... 
D’ailleurs, M. Parizeau, conscient 



que seule une personne indécise 
sur quatre avait finalement voté 
OUI au référendum de 1980, exhor- 
tait récemment les jeunes 
souverainistes à partir en cr oisade. 
• Le pays est tout près, chacun de 
vous, allez convaincre un indé- 
cis ! -, clamait-il jeudi der nier aux 
étudiants de l’Université de Mon- 
tréal 

Il faut se questionner, mais sur- 
tout se réjouir de la présence d'un 
éléctorat qui brouille les cartes et 
qui ajoute du suspense A une cam- 
pagne aussi prévisible et monotone 
que les sessions parlementaires : 
affirmations d’un camp, démentis 
de l’autre, chiffres d’un camp, étu- 
des contradictoires de l’autre... 

Le peuple de la Belle Pr ovince 
est constamment gavé d’informa- 
tions et d’opinions contraires. S’il 
ne s'est pas fait une idée sur la sou- 
veraineté du Québec et sur le ré- 
férendum depuis longtemps, il lui 
sera bien difficile de prendre une 
décision réfléchie à présent. 



Plus de 10 p. cent de l’électorat 
voit double et s’imagine la fleur de 
lys et la feuille d’érable en violet. 
Pourtant, ils et elles ont le rare 
mérite de peser le pour et le con- 
tre dans une campagne déjà avan- 
cée où le débat est souvent con- 
fus. 

L’indécision, c'est une escale. 
C'est l'étape par laquelle passent 
les électeurs et les électrices qui 
ont accepté d’ouvrir leurs oreilles 
et leurs coeurs aux arguments de 
l’autre camp, ou qui ont décidé de 
remettre en cause leur pr opres ar- 
guments, leurs traditions et leurs 
préjugés. 

Le fait que 14 p. cent des 
Québécois et Québécoises soient 
indécis, c’est une preuve que l'élec- 
torat se creuse les méninges et que 
les opinions évoluent, litre indécis, 
A 2 semaines du référendum, c’est 
rester ouvert aux opinions diver - 
gentes, se donner le temps de r e- 
lire ses notes et se pourvoir de la 
faculté de décider avec une fébrile 



rationalité, une intelligente pas- 
sion. 

Contrairement aux politiciens et 
politiciennes, l'électorat sait admet- 
tre ses torts et donner raison au 
camp opposé. lin remettant en 
question les arguments qui fusent 
de tous côtés et en évitant l'aveu- 
gle partisannerie, il s'assure de 
voler pour le Québec de demain et 
non, dans un élan de tradition, 
pour des raisons oubliées. 

Certaines décisions, comme cel- 
les que prendront individuellement 
des centaines de milliers de Qué- 
bécois et de Québécoises le 30 
octobre, ont un impact incalcula- 
ble et irréversible. La course est 
plus serrée que jamais et chaque 
parti ne réclame que 50 p. cent des 
votes plus une voix pour se décla- 
rer vainqueur. Si tout le monde 
votait comme si leur vote r eprésen- 
tait cette voix décisive, garante du 
sort du Québec, il y aurait beau- 
coup plus d’indécis A 2 semaines 
du référendum... 
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Bonnet d’âne pour le 
président del’]] QAM 



Brève 

Jean-François Corbett 



L e Conseil d'administration de l’UQAM a 
temporairement suspendu, jeudi der nier, 
les pouvoirs de son président, Claude 
Garcia, suite au tollé de protestations qu’ont 
soulevé ses propos A l'égard des souverainistes. 
Un effet, M. Garcia avait publiquement déclaré, 
le 24 septembre dernier, qu’i! faudrait que les 
troupes fédéralistes - écrasent • les tenants de 
la souveraineté. 

L’Université du Québec explique cette déci- 
sion par la controverse qu’ont provoquées les 
envolées de M. Garcia. Selon les documents 



émis par l’UQAM et son Conseil d'administra- 
tion ( CA ), cette polémique aurait compr omis 
- le lien de confiance qui doit exister entr e le 
président du CA et la communauté universi- 
taire - et ■ le climat ser ein qui doit prévaloir au 
sein du CA -. Bref, les membres du CA jugent 
• fortement hypothéquée * la capacité de 
M. Garcia de représenter l’UQAM. 

Les membres du CA ont donc majoritair entent 
adopté une résolution retirant provisoirement 
A M. Garcia tous ses pouvoirs de président du 
CA. - Toutefois, M. Garcia n'a pas été démis de 
ses fonctions. lin termes juridiques, il est tou- 
jours président et membre du Conseil -, souli- 
gne Josette Guimont, du service des r dations 
publiques de l'UQAM. 



Ce verdict a été accueilli avec exubérance 
à l’Association générale étudiante des sec- 
teurs sciences humaines, arts, leur es et com- 
munications de l'UQAM ( AGEss- 
halcUQAM ), qui revendique la démission de 
M. Garcia depuis le 27 septembre. - Cette 
décision marque la victoire de la démocra- 
tie et du respect sur le radicalisme de cer - 
tains ténors fédéralistes -, de clamer Patricio 
Saiga do, responsable général de 

l’AGEsshalcUQAM. 

Le CA de l'UQAM tranchera la question de 
façon plus définitive lors d’une réunion spé- 
ciale qui se tiendra en novembr e. Le seul point 
A l’ordre du jour de cette réunion sera le sort 
de M. Garcia. 
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INTERVIEW WITH PIERRE VALUERES 



CONTD FROM PAGE 8 




"NO ONE SPEAKS ABOUT THE OC- 
TOBER CRISIS. THEY HAVEN’T 
TALKED ABOUT THE 1837-38 RE- 
BELLION. THEY’RE HOLDING A REF- 
ERENDUM ON THE FUTURE OF 
QUÉBEC AND CANADA, BUT WE 
CAN’T SPEAK ABOUT THE HISTORY 

OF QUÉBEC." 



Written from a prison cell, this book is one of 
Québec's important radical history texts. 



gether locally, nationally and 
internationally, with the excuse 
of creating order, but instead 
permitting the exploitation of 
people, the exploitation of re- 
sources. This order in fact cre- 
ates more disorder than order. 
We cannot put aside solidarity. 
We can’t let it go, so that justice 
would not be the ideal we seek. 
Because we’re looking for peace, 
to have peace. But when they 
talk about peace it’s not a peace 
we have to build, but a peace 
that will be given to us miracu- 
lously. We can’t have peace in an 
unjust world. That’s impossible. 
In an unjust world, you can have 
nothing but conflicts — malice, 
bitterness and vengeance. 
What’s happening in the former 
Yugoslavia, in Croatia, in 
Bosnia-Herzegovina in particu- 
lar, what they experience at the 
level of each family, each indi- 
vidual, each village, each city are 
very difficult things to live 
through physically and morally. 
The brutality, the barbarity are 
such a difficult experience that 
one can’t just wait for a peace- 
ful settlement, for docility, so 
that the world would all of a 
sudden be healed for those who 
live there. 

That’s why it’s so important to 
prevent situations like this. It’s 
necessary to prevent them, it’s 
necessary for civil society in 
each place that believes in de- 
mocracy, whether it’s a city, a 
country, a collection of coun- 
tries — that each place that be- 
lieves in democracy favour de- 
bate, favour mutual aid, favour 
cooperation and solidarity. I 
don’t see any other recipe. 

In the current referendum dis- 
course, you don’t hear anything 
about the values of solidarity. 
What we hear about most is cut- 
ting budgets for single mothers, 
childcare. 



Ultimately I believe in a form of 
socialism, that is as self-man- 
aged as possible. But what does 
that mean today? But I believe 
in that. I don’t believe in Stalin- 
ism, I don’t believe in the dicta- 
torship of one political party 
any more than in the dictator- 
ship of a state or an army. I be- 
lieve in form of socialism, of 
sharing, of solidarity, of social 
justice. We can’t do otherwise 
without falling into barbarity 
one day. There is no people that 
is free of that. 

Today in Eastern I-u rope it’s par- 
ticularly the Balkans that are 
immediately touched. Tomor- 
row it could be the United 
States, it could be Québec, it 
could be Montréal that falls into 
barbarity, it could be Toronto or 
Winnipeg. All the ingredients 
are there, everywhere. There is 
no justice. It doesn’t take a lot 
for a situation to degenerate. 

How have your politi- 
cal engagements 
changed since you 
left the FLQ? 

In political engagements I don’t 
constrain myself to the interior 
of a party. As I just said, I be- 
lieve in a form of socialism, in 
engagement on the socialist 
Left. Not the social-democratic 
Left, who try to conciliate. I am 
more radical than that. I believe 
that radical changes have to 
made in the world, in society. 

If 1 engaged myself politically 1 
would engage myself in a coun- 
try or a party that does not con- 
sider the economy as does the 
totalitarian ideology of neo-lib- 
eralism, the totalitarianism of 
the rich. It’s the Western funda- 
mentalism. I would engage my- 
self in a political party that could 
criticise the neo-liberal funda- 
mentalism with the same en- 



ergy, the same light, the same 
freedom of thought, that it 
would with Muslim fundamen- 
talism, with Communism, with 
other totalitarianisms. 
Neo-liberalism is itself an ideol- 
ogy. It’s an ideology that was born 
in the 17th and 18th century that 
crystallised in the 19th century. 
And look at all the fine speakers 
of the 20 th century who have 
promised paradise on Earth since 
the Second World War. But we are 
still looking for it! How many 
wars have we had since the Sec- 
ond World War — 450? 

So now we feel pity for the peo- 
ple of Eastern Europe who were 
not prepared at all for the fall of 
Communism. They are totally 
panic-stricken by this new 
world, the Occidental one, that 
has fallen onto them from the 
sky. They were brought up be- 
lieving that money grew on the 
trees in North America and in 
Western Europe. But if we ex- 
perience the same thing, which 
is possible and probable, if our 
balloon bursts (the one of arms, 
drugs and speculation) it won’t 
be a pretty sight. 

If you know about a political 
party that talks about real ad- 
vantages, I will devote myself to 
it. But if you are talking about a 
system that just wants to ration- 
alise the health care system or 
education... 

During the '60s, were 
you more interested 
in nationalism? 

My engagement was the same 
but the vehicle was called le 
Front de libération du Québec 
[FLQ]. But I wasn’t involved in 
political groups, only in the 
FLQ. I was never a member of a 
nationalist or socialist party be- 
cause I did not find one that 
would answer the needs of my 
radical thinking. 

No, the FLQ wasn’t a national- 
ist group but a social revolution 
that was based, like the one in 
Cuba, on a national liberation. 
The liberation, and we should 
not forget that this was in the 
mid-’60s, that is 30 years ago, we 
truly believed that Québec was 
more advanced than the rest of 
North America in its social con- 



sciousness. Even the Black Pan- 
thers thought that we were more 
advanced and the Left in anglo 
Canada saw us as promoting 
social change. 

So we thought that we would 
start the revolution here and 
that it would go on to the rest. 
But we were taking the Marxist 
historical point of view, that is 
that we don’t believe in revolu- 
tion in one homeland, one 
country. This is a reality of 
Marxism: neither capital nor 
revolution has a homeland. So 
we thought that Québec would 
be the lever in North America. 
So by becoming independent, in 
the same way that Castro ap- 
proached this issue in the Cu- 
ban Revolution — to become 
independent of the tutelage the 
U.S. had over Cuba at the time 
of Battista. This is what we were 
talking about, not about “sov- 
ereignty" and even less “sover- 
eignty-association”. And in my 
Nègres blancs d'Amérique 
[ White Niggers of America], I de- 
nounced the sovereigntists as 
such. I have never been a na- 
tionalist. 

It is always the same fight as the 
one in the ’60s but I do not find 
anymore a sufficiently impor- 
tant group to lead it. I still work 
with “popular” groups but po- 
litically they do not have a fu- 
ture. They answer more to 
emergency situations: feeding 
the people on the street, the 
people who have psychological 
problems left on the streets. The 
daily emergencies that get to 
people. The daily problems keep 
those groups from getting in- 
volved in politics. But one needs 
to have a sense of priorities. One 
cannot write and work 24 hours 
per day. We used to have nuns 
to take care of that but now it is 
the “groupes populaires”. 

What have your more 
recent engagements 
been? 

They have been those of a per- 
son concerned with justice, 
partly in my writing for Bosnia. 
Because I find that Bosnia is an 
example of a multi-ethnic and 
multicultural country that had 
created an existence based on 



tolerance and coexistence and 
with progressive socialist ideas, 
more progressive than else- 
where, but faced with a difficult ; 
ideological and economical ' 
situation — but that nonethe- 
less drowned itself in national- 
ism, or several nationalisms, i. 
and went back to a barbarous 
stage. And this for political and 
metaphysical reasons. ft 

Can we say that societies that * J 
suffered from the First and Sec- 
ond World Wars, and from pre- ^ 
vious empires, and who lived !' 
the horrors of Nazism, who then V 
looked for comfort after the war 
and a way to live in harmony, 
did they find an antidote to bar- ft 
barism? I cannot answer but it - 
certainly explains my engage- 
ment. 

I also found in Sarajevo a highly f 
politicised society that is aware 
of its history and that did not 
throw it away at the same time 
as it rejected communism. They 
still know how to praise Tito for 
the unification, for the resist- 1 ~J 
ance, for the fight against fas- 
cism, despite the faults of the 
political regime. They are also ft 
very courageous people who 
have managed to resist 
aggressions that we can’t imag- 
ine here, with no means at all. 

We should not forget that the 
siege of Sarajevo is the longest 
in modern history, that it is still 
going on, after three and a hall 
years. The population has re- 
sisted, without water, electricity, 
communication with the out- 
side world; without gas, natural ^ 
resources, and some weeks . 
without food. This is a modern 
society, a secular one, that has 
managed to resist in such con- ' y 
ditions. r-| 

This is an extraordinary exam- ‘ 
pic. For me, it is a moral lesson, 
it is about human dignity, soli- 
darity. Everything there is more 
important than everything we 
talk about here. For me, to ex- q 
perience that there is every- a 
thing. There is nothing happen- cr 
ing right now in Québec. Noth- 
ing in Québec is worth as much w 
as what one can see in Sarajevo < 3 . 
right now. We talk about human §• 
dignity and it is priceless. So this ? 
is it. It is a coup de coeur. ^ 
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By Dominique Nouvet 

Many people think that the Parti 
Québécois, in discussing the 
economic implications of 
sovereignty, has been simplistic if 
not dishonest. 

Publications like La 
souveraineté: des réponses à vos 
questions convey the impression 
that voters need not be concerned 
about the economic aspect of 
separation. What follows are some 
of the key statements from the 
réponses regarding the economics 
of sovereignty accompanied by a 
more critical analysis of the issues. 

The Daily asked two 
economics professors for their 
views of the PQ’s promises. McGill 
Professor William Watson 
analysed the promises as a 
federalist, while Professor 
Rodriguo Tremblay of l’Université 
de Montréal, ex-minister of 
industry and commerce in the first 
Lévesque government, offered his 
views as a Yes campaign supporter. 

CANADIAN -QUÉBEC 
COOPERATION: “the federal 
government will open dialogues 
with Québec rapidly to reach 
[economic] agreements" 

While Tremblay does expect 
Ottawa to be cooperative, he says 
it is due more to the pressures of 
the business community than to 
the PQ. 

“Politicians are paid and 
financed behind the scenes... 
[business people] are calling the 
shots... The economic and 
financial system of Québec is 
controlled from Toronto, and I 
don’t think that these people will 
want to lose 25 per cent of their 
business.” 

Watson, for his part, expects 
voters in the rest of Canada to 
object strongly to negotiations 
with Québec in the event of a Yes 
vote. As such, he suggests that the 
PQ’s confidence is unfounded. 

“The Péquiste view is that 
English Canada is unemotional 
and cares only about money. That 
is not true... It’s certain that there 
will be a segment of Canada that 
will favour a scorched earth policy 
towards Québec. Whether it will 
be a majority, I don’t know.” 

Watson adds that “it’s foolish 
to say at the moment that you 
know how English Canada will 
react.” 

CURRENCY: “Québec will 
continue to use the Canadian 
dollar.” 

Tremblay docs not even 
discuss the viability of this 
statement, questioning instead its 
very truthfulness: “It’s one of the 
weakest links in the Parizeau 
platform,” he says. 



He explains that Parizeau 
and other PQ members have 
already expressed a desire for 
an independent Québec 
currency, and thus feels 
“foreign lenders may think 
that it is part of a political 
ploy to inspire confidence... 
No one knows on this 
question.” 



GRAPHIC BY MAX FRANCISCO 

Watson, accepting the 
premise that the PQ 
genuinely intends to keep the 
Canadian dollar, agrees that 
the plan is feasible. He adds, 
however, that Québec “will 
have no say in monetary 
policy.” 

As such, the Canadian 
Central Bank would continue 
to influence the new country’s 
interest rates and money 
supply, which in turn would 
affect economic growth rate. 
Québec would therefore have 
one less macroeconomic tool 
at its disposal. 

TRADE WITH 

CANADA: “Goods, services, 
capital and people will 
continue to circulate between 
Quebec and Canada as freely 
as they do today.” 

Tremblay agrees that free 
circulation can continue 
between Canada and an 
independent Québec. In fact, 
he challenges the federal 
government’s counter- 
argument that Canada’s duty 
to offer the same rights and 
privileges to all North 
American Free Trade 
Agreement members 
precludes any other special 
arrangements. 

Federal Finance Minister 
Paul Martin articulated the 
federal position in a speech 
on September 26. “[By 
negotiating] an economic 
partnership similar to the one 
we now enjoy... Canada 
would be jeopardising hard- 
won, major trade 
advantages.” 

Tremblay responds 
bluntly, “This is a stupid 



argument.” 

He does not see why a 
special agreement could not exist 
between Canada and the former 
province, citing as an example 
the fact that “between Belgium 
and Luxembourg there is a 
monetary agreement that does 
not exist in the rest of the 
European Union.” 

Wa tso n’s 
response focuses 
on the PQ’s 
claim that there 
will be no 
borders between 
Québec and the 
\ rest of Canada. 

I “Unless Québec 

J has the same 

tariff structure, 
there’s going to 
N have to be a 

border.” 
Otherwise, back- 
** door trading 

could occur. 

If, for 
example, Québec were to 
impose a lower tariff on French 
wine, the product could be 
imported into this country and 
then brought into the rest of 
Canada without the latter 
receiving its custom duties. 

If Québec docs wish to 
maintain full production factors’ 
and goods’ mobility, Watson 
insists it will have to sacrifice 
autonomy over its tariff policy to 
follow Canada’s lead. 

NAFTA: “Québec will take 
its place quite naturally in this 
large market.” 

Here, both Tremblay and 
Watson agree that Québec will 
be accepted into NAFTA but that 
it will have to satisfy demands 
made by the United States. 
Watson expresses this in simple 
terms, “Québec will get in, but 
at a price determined by the U.S. 
Congress... I think that Congress 
will ask a lot of things that 
Québec won’t want to do.” 

Watson cites the example of 
the highly protected dairy 
industry, where the government 
has traditionally kept foreign 
producers out of the market in 
order to maintain the income of 
Québec dairy farmers. 

He expects that the United 
States will demand a rapid end 
to this. 

THE COSTS OF 
SOVEREIGNTY: “There is no 
reason why everything cannot 
be done logically, serenely, and 
put into place without dramatic 
economic effects.” (Michel 
Bélanger, quoted by the PQ) 

Tremblay thinks this is 
possible, particularly if the 
Québec government takes its 



time to negotiate the economic 
aspects of sovereignty before 
declaring the province 
independent. 

However, he doubts the 
willingness of Canadian 
negotiators to cooperate, 
stating, “I think that the 
politicians in Canada stink.” 

Watson sees the early 
transition period as inevitably 
disruptive. “Even in a friendly 
breakup, there will be an 
uncomfortable interregnum... 
The symptoms of that will be a 
declining Canadian dollar and 
rising interest rates... I would 
think that investment in 
Québec will become more 
risky.” 

However, both economists 
agree on the long term 
economic impact of 
sovereignty: The Québec 
government will have to 
implement drastic changes to 
attack the deficit and make 
Québec attractive to investors. 

As Tremblay states, “The 
PQ is over-indebted now... 
They will have to clean up their 
fiscal act... [Sovereignty] will 
bring politicians back down to 
earth, where they don’t want to 
be.” 

“I think it means tougher 
times than if you stay as part of 
the federation,” concurs 
Watson. 

Echoing Tremblay’s 
prediction, he adds that, “If 
you’re a right-wing economist, 
you’re going to like separation. 
It’s going to force [corporate] 
taxes down, cut government 
and cause a confrontation with 
un ions... The best way to attack 
the welfare state is to separate.” 

Clearly, there can be no 
definitive predictions on 
sovereignty’s economic 
outcomes. These depend on too 
many variables, including the 
reaction of the rest of Canada, 
the ability of both sides to 
cooperate, the faith of investors 
and of the international 
community. 

What is indisputable is that, 
as Tremblay and Watson 
express, the PQ’s statements 
concerning the economics of 
separation contain flaws and 
omissions. 

Tremblay is particularly 
vehement in condemning not 
only the PQ, but all politicians 
for their referendum strategy. 
“[In the last referendum in 
1980] Mr. Lévesque was a bit 
more candid and Mr. Ryan was 
a bit more rigorous in his 
reasoning... [This time] both 
sides have adopted a fear 
campaign, and arc 
underestimating the 
intelligence of the electorate.” 
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N O ONE WILL SEPARATE US 

Montreal’s queer community supports neither the Yes nor the No side 



By Andrea Mason 



Declining to support either the 
Yes or No camp in the Québec 
referendum, the gay and lesbian 
community of Montréal is 
focusing its energies on 
advancing the concerns of its 
members at every level of 
government. 

In discussions entitled “Our 
future in Québec,” the 
Consultation Table of Gays and 
Lesbians of Greater Montréal 
decided that it would not 
participate in the referendum 
debate in order to avoid 
alienating any of its members. 

According to Michael 
Hendricks, president of the 
Table, the divisions in members’ 
views would erode the 
organisation’s unity. 

“[The Table] is painful in 
terms of representation,” said 
Hendricks. “We are dominated 
by francophone men; there are 
few anglophones.” 

Unity is important to the 
Table, as they “know that once 
the referendum happens, our 
battle is going to begin," said 
Hendricks. 

For this reason, the Table 
has begun a series of discussions 
on the topic of solidarity within 
the gay and lesbian community. 

It should be noted, 
however, that this is the same 
community many bisexuals and 
transgendered people charge 
with not recognising them. 

Pressuring both sides 

John Fischer, the Table’s 
national president, stated, “Now 
is the time to push every party 
to be pro-active in granting 
equal rights to gays and 
lesbians.” 

Successive Québec 
governments have traditionally 
been more open than other 
Canadian governments to the 
need for increased gay and 
lesbian rights. So, said 
Hendricks, the gay and lesbian 
community has a better chance 
of gaining equal rights in 
Québec than in Canada. He 
added, “this is regardless of 
whether or not the province 
separates.” 

The Parti Québécois was 
the first to include a section on 
gay rights in its provincial 
Human Rights Charter. 

Hendricks said gays and 
lesbians have traditionally had 
a measure of influence on the 
Québec government that is 
unique among the provinces. 
He cited the lack of opposition 
to changes in the Québec 



Charter of Human Rights as an 
example. “We didn’t hear a peep 
from the rank and file members 
of the National Assembly," said 
Hendriks. 



Gloria Escomeil, Montréal the face of tough economic 
writer and former director of times, human rights, and 
the Table in Montréal, said the particularly gay rights, are often 
federal government’s failure to overlooked.” 
pass the hate crimes bill reflects However, Escomeil is also 
shift to the right. skeptical of the PQ’s promises 

me type of trend was that the gay and lesbian 

last year when the community will be granted full 

rights in a sovereign 

Québec. She noted that 
gays and lesbians are still 
waiting for the PQ to 
deliver on a campaign 
promise to recognise same- 
sex marital rights. 

And Québec society is 
far from ideal in its 

treatment of gay, lesbian, 
bisexual and 

transgendered people. Just 
last May, Montréal hosted 
the annual international 
conference of Human life 
International, an ardently 
homophobic, extreme 
right group. 

Escomeil stressed the 
need to examine the PQ’s 
orientation on social issues 
before voting ‘Yes’ in the 
daily photo by camehon booth referendum. She suggested 



Now that the PQ is looking a political shift to the right. 



for as much support from social The same type of trend was that the gay and lesbian 

groups as possible, Hendricks displayed last year when the community will be granted full 
maintained that “they are .... 

going to be nice to us.” 

For example, the PQ 
established a committee to 
analyse issues of violence 
against gays and lesbians 
earlier this month. This is 
an important step, because 
violence, especially by the 
police, has been an issue of 
concern in the community. 

No help from the feds 
On the federal side, 

Hendricks said that a surge 
of “racist and sexist attacks 
by the Canadian parliament 
and other provinces are not 
hopeful for us or others like 
the visible minorities.” 

Jean Chrétiens Liberal 

government has been 

reluctant to grant rights to daily photo by camehon booth referendum. She suggested 

gay, lesbian, bisexual or it might be in the interest 

transgendered Would Parizeau turn his of the gay and lesbian 
communities. back On the gay community to wait for a 

The hate crimes bill, Community in an better, more just, provincial 

which would have made government before 

discrimination against gays independent Quebec. supporting a bid for 
and lesbians a hate crime, sovereignty, 

was struck down last But in the end, 

September. In the process of the Ontario legislature failed to pass Escomeil added, the gay and 

debate, many homophobic a bill granting spousal benefits lesbian community will have to 

statements were made by to same-sex couples. accept the result of the 

members of the Liberal party. referendum and make the best 

Fischer stated that the And at the provincial of the political situation that 
federal government’s failure to level... follows. 




statements were made by to same-sex couples, 
members of the Liberal party. 

Fischer stated that the And at the provincial 
federal government’s failure to level... 
pass the bill “damages the Escomeil said that prospects 
Liberals’ credibility and pushes for the advancement of gay 
people in the direction of rights at the federal level do not 
sovereignty.” look promising. She stated, “In 



Room for optimism 
Hendricks remains 
optimistic, preferring to look at 




the potential for significant 
steps in the struggle for gay and 
lesbian rights in a sovereign 
Québec. 

Talking specifically about 
education, he commented that 
it is difficult to make changes 
that would address gay and 
lesbian issues in schools under 
the current system. h 

“Currently, the BNA i 
[British North America] Act * 
condemns Québec to religious 
schools, “ explained Hendricks. . 
He said that religious doctrines n 
will continue to be prevalent in J 
Québec schools, as will the 
conflict between the Roman ^ 
Catholic Church and the gay j i 
community until gays and ^ 
lesbians arc free to establish 
their own schools. to 

The provincial school ; 
system is currently being 
reviewed by the “états generaux” 
commission through a series of 
public forums. The Table v 
decided not to participate 
because, Hendricks revealed, 
“We are ignored and usually . 
targeted [in the discussion 
process].” He seemed to suggest 
that there might be more room 
for discussion with the collapse 
of some of the usual structures. 

Hendricks also stated that it i 
maybe possible to repatriate the 
criminal code to include i> 
counseling and assistance for 
the perpetrators of hate crimes, Q J 
as well as same-sex marriage 
rights within a sovereign 
Québec. 

“The gay and lesbian 
community would only have N 
one parliament to fight with our 
limited resources,” Hendricks 
stated. “It’s easier to attack one 
[government] than two.” 

But some members of the 
Table are concerned that 
sovereignty would threaten the 
solidarity that exists between 
Québec’s gay and lesbian 
community and other such 
communities in the rest of 
Canada. 

In general, though, the 
Table is not worried that a Yes V 
vote would affect the gay and 
lesbian community’s 4 1 

connections to other groups 
across the country. 

Escomeil described the gay 
and lesbian community as “the 
most international group in the 
world.” ° 

“Out of necessity we §• 
established alliances of ? 
solidarity between the u> 
members of our community ^ 
not only in Canada, but in the g. 
United States, Europe and 3 
Latin America as well. No one ^ 
wants this issue to separate jo 
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Everyone agrees 
women have a lot 
at stake in the 
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inces, then bordering on the 
U.S. So they will trade north, 
and south with the United States 
£ and [I] doubt that the U.S will 
0 learn French to please the peo- 
z pie from Chibougamou.” She 
£ added that“lf they want to trade 
< with the U.S, they will have to 
£ speak English; so their children 
o will have to learn English 
° whether they want to or not.” 



Québec women march against poverty...are their is- 
sues being addressed in the Referendum debate? 

by Lexi Garland 



Taking 

ground 



neutral 



to work, women like me, who 
would have gone on October 30 
and just done anything.” 

The Women’s Canadian 
Club also takes great interest in 
education. Prudame explained 
her role as an educator to un- 
decided groups. “We go in to 
talk about Canada as a whole, 
and the economy within 
Canada.... We don’t try to 
openly convince them; we say 
what we think and feel. We’re 
people like them; we’re moth- 



,k “T\ copie watching the refer 
endum debate would see 
hr anything but neutrality in 
the fast becoming vicious argu- 
ments. Last week, Bloc Québécois 
r leader Luçien Bouchard incited 
disbelief and anger among many 
" Québec women by referring to 
low birth rates among white 
s Québec women — a statement 
that brought charges of racism 
,£ and sexism from the No side, and 
disapproval from some in the Yes 
f camp. 

Throughout the past few 
' weeks of campaigning, however, 
some women’s organisations 



cial policy arena often in recent 
months, in May and June, over 
4~000 women marched across 
Québec to send a strong mes- 
sage to the Parti Québécois gov- 
ernment about women and 
poverty in the province. The 
Bread and Roses March, organ- 
ised by the Fédération des 
Femmes de Québec (FFQ), 
made demands on the govern- 
ment to, among other things, 
reduce the amount of years im- 
migrant women sponsored by 
their husbands must wait before 
being granted citizenship. 

While not all of the FFQ 
demands were met, the govern- 



paign for the No, organised the 
group of women in order to 
speak to women “who never got 
involved politically [before this 
campaign]. ’’She added that“It’s 
[political involvement] more 
fun in a women’s group. They 
often feel more comfortable; 
they get more of their words in 
on how things should be done.” 



Despite these differing ideas of ers, grandmothers, students, 
what the referendum issues are, 

several groups have adopted a Answers hard to come 
position of neutrality. Com- by 

menting on the recent Yes posi- While women in Québec arc 



tion taken by the FFQ, 
Kettenbeil noted that “The most 
interesting debate was the one 
within the FFQ...about whether 
the FFQ should take a position 
or not, and I think it pretty 
much reflects the thinking of a 
lot of women’s groups within 



have adopted a position of po- demands were met, the govern- 
’ litical neutrality on the Referen- ment agreed to reduce the years 
^dum. They have focused instead immigrant women must wait 
on education around specific is- from 10 to three; it also set up a 
sues as a main tool for address- committee of women’s groups 
' ' ing women, enabling them to representatives to advise the 
' participate and vote on October government on social policy. 
30. Since then, pressure on the 

In part, the decision to take PQ government has been kept 



a neutral stand was made be- 



cause many women feel their 
views are not being addressed 
properly by either the Yes or No 
sides. Anne Kettenbeil, the 

francophone vice-presi- 

dent of the National Ac- yy| 
tion Committee on the 
Status of Women (NAC) U 

says that “the opinion is 
that women have been . 

turned off, on both sides ^ 
of the debate. That it’s IK 

an empty debate and a ^ 

debate that doesn’t re- 
ally relate very well to 
women.” Kettenbeil 
added that she would “have to 
see whether women are being 
listened to or not” in the re- 
maining days before the refer- 
endum, before coming to her 
own decision. 

I The demand to be listened 
to is one that’s been made by 
Quebec women on the provin- 



Since then, pressure on the 
PQ government has been kept 
up. Perhaps partly in response 
to these and other factors, both 
campaigns have targeted 
women as a group whose vote 
needs to be pulled. The Yes side 



While women in Québec are 
undecided and pondering 
the possible futures for their 
children and their province, 
neither sides are really ad- 
dressing their immediate 
concerns 



has issued colourful pamphlets 
and placards with a women’s 
sign drawn into the “Oui,” and 
both sides have promised the 
economic betterment and 
equality of women should their 
side win. 

Chantal Coriveau, head of 
Impact ‘95, a women’s cam- 



Through different Vv 

lenses p ( 

While most Québec 
women see the Referen- 
dumissueasoneofeco- wl 

nomics and, as ^ 

Kettenbeil says, 
analagous to a divorce, PU 

their unified stand ends 
there. 

Lyne Barbeau of Entre- 
Femmes, a group for homemak- 
ers who meet regularly, noted in 
a French interview with th e Daily 
that although women may feel 
“very insecure, very worried” 
about the upcoming referendum 
and its related issues of language 
and economy, they are looking at 
it through two different sets of 
— I eyes. 

i The different perspec- 
tives are touched on by lead- 
ers of women’s organisa- 
' tions. Kettenbeil, for exam- 
ple, says that language is a 
reason for separation be- 
cause “it is impossible to use 
French outside of Québec.” 
But Women’s Canadian 
Club Vice-President Renée 
Prudame, campaigning for 
the No, wondered whether the 
French language would survive 
even in an independent Québec. 
“In the long run... the French 
language, within a hundred 
years, will not be there any 
more, because if you look at the 
map, Québec is right between 
Ontario and the Eastern prov- 



“Women are the poorest of the 
poor, and women know damn 
well that they are the first ones 
who are going to be affected if 
there is an economic conse- 
quence,” Anne Kettenbeil, NAC 



Québec, as that of neutrality 
versus the women’s movement 
getting directly involved with 
the debate.” She added that 
women were urging the FFQ to 
remain neutral. 

The idea that women’s 
groups should remain neutral, 
focusing instead on educating 
and informing women about 
the issues at hand, and encour- 
aging them to participate, is not 
new. 

During the 1992 
Charlottetown Accord debate, 
NAC developed the stand it now 
sticks to. According to 
Kettenbeil, “NAC recognises the 
three founding nations — the 
French speaking nation, the 
English speaking nation, and of 
course the Native nation — and 
therefore the right of self-deter- 
mination.” Respecting this right 
has meant that NAC has chosen 
not to get involved except as in- 
structor, to help women make 
an informed choice. 

Although she is working for 
the No, Chantal Coriveau 
agrees. The basis of forming 
Impact ‘95 was “to get women 



undecided and pondering the 
possible futures for their chil- 
dren and their province, neither 
sides are really addressing their 
immediate concerns. Josee 
DesMarais, a counselor at 
Maison Florant Tristant, cites 
minimum wages and better re- 

1 sources for single- 

tne mothers and abused 
p)p women as some of the 
issues she would like her 
government to be ad- 
d if dressing. Other areas of 
g_ economic concern 
raised by Québec 
I AO women include reforms 
on welfare and better 
alimony laws, according to Lyne 
Bardeau, an activities co- 
ordinator at Entre-Femmes. 

Although it is clear that 
women are among those who 
have the most at stake in the Ref- 
erendum outcome, if their con- 
cerns are not sufficiently ad- 
dressed, they may not vote at all. 

“Women are the poorest of 
the poor, and women know 
damn well that they are the first 
ones who are going to be af- 
fected if there is an economic 
consequence,” Kettenbeil said of 
the Referendum, adding that 
“women know what the conse- 
quences of inequality are. They 
know that if women aren’t there 
to represent women, then their 
issues aren’t going to be on the 
front burner, they’re going to be 
on the back burner.” 

It is the knowledge of this 
which will, in the hopes of both 
the No and Yes campaigns, 
bring women to the polling sta- 
tions on October 30 to try to 
sway the outcome toward what 
is best for Québec women. 

With files from the Daily. 
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An ISLAND OF OPINION Montréalers face the referendum 



By Duncan McPherson where 36 percent support the 

No side, and 5 1 per cent the Yes. 
In his quest to divide Some people, among them 
Canada, Premier Jacques Daniel Mercier, a principle or- 
Parizeau is dividing Québec, ganiscr for the Yes vote in 
Many Montréalers, as if isolated Montréal, would suggest that 
by their island, have taken a demographic reasons account 
stand on separation opposite for Montrées distance from the 
that of the rest of Québec. rest of Québec. According to the 

According to a recent news- most recent Statistics Canada 
paper poll, 35 per cent of census, the city is home to ap- 
Montréal respondents support proximately 74 per cent of 
the Yes side and 50 per cent the Québec’s anglophones and 88 
No, a virtual mirror image of the per cent of the province’s new 

statistics for the rest of Québec, immigrants. Roughly 74 

per cent of the gen- 
eral Québec popu- 
lation describe their 
ethnic origin as 
French, while in 
Montréal these 
Quebeckers 
number only 58 
per cent. 

Mercier says 
that the concentra- 
tion of minorities 
on the island makes 
his job “more chal- 
lenging” and de- 
scribes his main 
task as convincing 
minorities that their 
rights will be main- 
tained in a sover- 
eign Québec. He 
quickly points out 
that such rights are 
entrenched in the 
PQ’s Draft Bill on 

PHOTO BY CAMERON BOOTH Sovereignty. 




“Pollycock,” responds 
Russell Williams, committee 
member for the No side and Na- 
tional Assembly representative 
for Montréal’s Nelligan riding. 
“Actions speak louder than 
words.” 

Williams is skeptical that 
paper promises will defend his 
rights as an anglophone in an 
independent Québec and points 
to the continuous under-fund- 
ing of English universities and 
Cégeps as proof that the PQ is 
not committed to anglophone 
rights. 

Williams cites PQ decisions 
to close English hospitals such 
as the Queen Elizabeth and 
Reddy Memorial as further evi- 
dence against the PQ’s asser- 
tions that they take anglophone 
issues to heart. 

“The PQ will say anything 
to anyone to get their vote,” con- 
cludes Williams. 

He dismisses the argument 
that the concentration of mi- 
norities in Montréal explains 
the city’s attachment to Canada 
as “a typical separatist position,” 
because francophones are by far 
the most numerous group in 
Montréal. Williams added that 
because Montréalers are ex- 
posed to less than ideal condi- 
tions in other countries, they 
will vote No, aware that they 
“are defending the best country 
in the world.” 

But even the “best country 



in the world” can stand some 
improvement. Alfie Roberts, 
secretary of the St. Vincent and 
Grenadines Association in 
Montréal, says he is disillu- 
sioned by Canada but unim- 
pressed by separatist arguments. 
He believes that Canadian 
multiculturalism means “noth- 
ing” for the average black per- 
son. 

All the same, Roberts says 
he will vote No. Speaking of an 
independent Québec, he states 
“Life will be tougher and will 
have the most effect on people 
who already have so little, espe- 
cially blacks.” 

Roberts considers the PQ’s 
ambitions both élitist and na- 
tionalist and termed them the 
“height of irresponsibility.” He 
wonders why the PQ is wasting 
money on a referendum that 
could be spent on improving 
people’s lives. For reasons such 
as these, Roberts hopes a No 
vote will force the PQ back into 
responsible governing through 
which issues of real importance, 
notably education and employ- 
ment, can be brought to the 
foreground. 

Regardless of the referen- 
dum’s result, it is questionable 
whether the PQ will make any 
effort to cross the political gulf 
that separates it from 
Montréalers or to provide the 
responsible government envi- 
sioned by Roberts. Queen Eliza- 



Entering the fray 

Montréal universities take a stand... or not 



beth surgeon Larry Lincoln, for 
example, has asserted that the 
PQ was willing to close 
Montréal hospitals because as a 
Liberal stronghold, “this is not 
their side.” 

In the 1994 provincial elec- 
tions, 21 out of 30 Montréal 
ridings voted Liberal. “The PQ 
has ignored us because we are 
in a Liberal riding, so they don’t 
really care if we close down or N 
not,” explains Lincoln. 

And yet both Williams and 
Mercier insist that federalist 
Montréal will not be balkaniscd 
after the referendum. The gov- i ; 
ernment in Québec will not be 
able to ignore the city’s 46 
per cent chunk of Québec vol- te 
ers, Williams says. Mercier 
points out that both federalist 
and separatist MNAs from east 
Montréal signed a letter de- ' 
manding greater resources for . 
the public medical clinics in 
their area. He considers this s. 
proof positive that both sides « j 
can band together for the good ' 
of the city. 

Williams and Mercier claim . 
that the rifts between Montréal n 
and the rest of Québec will be J 
healed. 

Whether such partisan v_ 
claims will be substantiated f 
remains to be seen, but the 
government can start by ad- ~ 
dressing real issues facing 
Montrealers like Lincoln and tel 
Roberts. J 



By Mera Thompson and 
Robin Perelle 

With the referendum debate 
reaching a fever pitch, the 
city’s two francophone univer- 
sities - the Université de 
Montréal and the Université 
du Québec à Montréal - have 
taken decidedly pro- 
sovereigntist stands. 

Across town, both McGill’s 
and Concordia’s student asso- 
ciations have demonstrated a 
startling disinterest in the future 
of this province. 

Concordia University’s Stu- 
dent Union (CSU) made it quite 
clear that it was “not taking a 
view on the upcoming Québec 
referendum." 

When further questioned, 
VP Academic Sam Tabar con- 
ceded that his association did, 
of course, “have views” on the 
issue, but that the CSU would 
not “officially” take a position 
on the referendum. 

Although the CSU is about 
to launch a campus-wide refer- 



endum in part to investigate the 
issue of sovereignty, the ballot 
question phrased “Do you sup- 
port Québec independence?” is 
not its chief concern. 

According to Tabar, the 
question will only be used as a 
sort of “temperature taking of 
the political climate” at the uni- 
versity. 

Of greater concern to Tabar 
is the question regarding the 
“Real Choices” campaign, the 
Canadian Alliance of Student 
Associations’ proposal for alter- 
native funding of post-second- 
ary education. 

“The only thing that con- 
cerns the CSU is that there is an 
upcoming referendum [on Real 
Choices] that doesn’t concern 
the provincial one,” said Tabar. 

Here at McGill, the Stu- 
dents’ Society has been equally 
uninterested in the prospects of 
separation. 

When questioned by the 
Daily, VP External Nick 
Benedict dismissed the issue, 
saying he didn’t have a “fuck of 



a lot” to say about the future of 
Québec. 

Both SSMU and CSU have 
chosen to remain neutral on an 
“externally divisive” issue, de- 
spite the impact separation will 
have on the students they claim 
to represent. 

In the meantime, 
francophone universities are 
examining the issues surround- 
ing the referendum. 

Despite having taken a pro- 
sovereignty stance, the students’ 
society of Université de Québec 
à Montréal acknowledged that 
a separate Québec may be as 
unsympathetic to accessible 
education as Canada is. 

“We know what we can ex- 
pect from the federal govern- 
ment in terms of subsidies, but 
we don’t know what will hap- 
pen to that financial aid in a 
separate Québec,” said Patrick 
Chartrand, vp external of 
UQAM’s students’ society. 

According to Chartrand, 
students may face soaring tui- 
tion fees no matter how they 



vote, because there is no guar- 
antee that Québec would be 
more attentive to student needs 
than Ottawa. 

La Fédération étudiante 
universitaire de Québec 
(FEUQ) echoed Chartrand’s 
ambivalence, suggesting that the 
referendum could prove to be a 
lose-lose situation for students. 

But FEUQ President 
François Rebello said he thinks 
that staying in Canada would 
leave students in a more vulner- 
able position. “Today there is a 
bigger ideological difference be- 
tween Québec and Ottawa... 
The people of Québec see their 
tax dollars going to Ottawa and 
they don’t know if they’ll get 
money back for education.” 

Chartrand insisted, how- 
ever, that a separate Québec 
could continue to pursue its 
current educational policy, as 
tuition fees here have been the 
lowest in Canada for the past 
few decades. 

The campus with the 
strongest and least ambivalent 



views on the referendum is ^ 
Université de Montréal. \ 
Patrick Howe, external af- i 
fairs coordinator of UdeM’s stu- 
dents’ society, gave his own 
views as to why students favor 
separation. 

“After having spoken to a .. 
number of students, I feel that 
they are tired of hearing talks,” 
he stated. “They want to get the ! ' 
process over with. The students 
want change and the only con- - 
stitutional option synonymous d | 
with change is that of saying Yes 
to sovereignty.” 

In Howe’s opinion, 
Quebeckers will get only a year 
of constitutional debate by vot- _ 
ing Yes. By voting No, they a 
would allow the process to con- §- 
tinue indefinitely once again. ™ 
The political climate at ui 
UdeM is strongly supportive of ^ 
sovereignty, said Howe, com- g. 
menting, “The non-separatists 3 
have a lot of work to do.” 

UD 

Ul 

With additional reporting by 
Atnbreen Saleh 
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A union divided 

Social Services union won’t support sovereignty 

# # # gence of a social consensus it as an indication that workers 

wt|ti 4* 1*| 1 4 ~ t|71 Cl All which includes local, regional have been demoralised. 

▼ ▼ Jl J. JL v U. V V JLiMUll and national interests.... That is Roy sees this as a phenom- 




The PQ's social vision : cutting funding 



by Anup Grewal 
i 

If there is one ally that the 
Parti Québécois has always re- 
' lied on in its drive towards an 
6» independent Québec, it is the 
province’s labour union, the 
Confederation des syndicales 
A nationales (CSN).This consist- 
ent support base, however, may 
be eroding as it becomes hard 
to differentiate the politics of the 
\ f current PQ leadership, under 
fej Jacques Parizeau, from that of 
the federal government. 

. Louis Roy, of the Fédération 

des affaires sociales (FAS), a part 
of the CSN, says that the recent 
attempts by the PQ to “disman- 
tle” the health and social serv- 
ices shows a party that lacks a 
“social vision.” 

In May, provincial Health 
Minister Jean Rochon presented 
a package of reforms to the 
Québec health care system. In 
an effort to cut $90 million from 
the system, the minister, with 
the support of the Regional 
Board of Health and Social 
Services in Montréal proposed 
the closure of nine hospitals in 
the city by 1997. The plan 
vaguely outlines the increased 
role of CLSCs (the province’s 
public clinics) and extended in- 
home care as alternatives to 
what they consider redundant 
tospital services. However, the 
ministry has done little research 
into either the effects of its re- 



form package or how it will re- 
distribute its resources effec- 
tively. 

There has been an outcry 
from many socially oriented 
groups about the effects the re- 
forms will have on the quality 
of health services. Those who 
work in the health and social 
services sector arc also con- 
cerned. 

Jeff Begely, also of the FAS, 
predicted that there will be a loss 
of 12 000 jobs if one counts part 
time workers as well. 

This was of obvious con- 
cern to the FAS, which, with a 
membership of 100 000, repre- 
sents workers in the health and 
social services sector in the pub- 
lic and private domain, includ- 
ing office personnel, psycholo- 
gists and nurses. 

According to Begely, the 
plan by the minister, has no con- 
crete way of assuring job secu- 
rity and replacement work for 
those who will be displaced by 
the cuts. 

Begely comments that “we 
are not opposed to the re-or- 
ganisation of the health system. 
That is okay. We are opposed, 
though, to the way it is being 
done without a plan and (with] 
no consideration except the eco- 
nomics of the government.” 

This last view — that the 
PQ is concentrating more ef- 
forts on trimming its budgets 
than working for an equitable 



society - was the rub for Roy and 
other leaders of the FAS. 

“We are very worried,” con- 
cedes Roy. 

For Roy, the PQ “is neither 
representative of our members 
nor our political orientation, 
which is to protect the workers.” 

Beginning in May, the FAS, 
under the leadership of Roy, 
contested the CSNs uncritical 
support of the PQ’s sovereignty 
project, announcing that it was 
withdrawing its own support. 
Basically, says Roy, “we say ‘Yes’ 
to sovereignty and ‘No’ to the 
PQ.” 

No social vision 

For many, the FAS’ critical 
stand on the PQ’s politics came 
as a surprise, considering that 
the labour movement of 
Québec has historically been 
tied to the drives for independ- 
ence initiated by the PQ. It is 
even more surprising since the 
current head of the CSN, Gerald 
LaRose has made his ardent na- 
tionalism and close ties with the 
PQ leadership no secret. 

The CSN sees sovereignty as 
a social project more promising 
than anything that could hap- 
pen in the status quo of the Ca- 
nadian federation. In a docu- 
ment entitled, “A clear Choice 
for the CSN: The sovereignty of 
Québec” the CSN maintains 
that “sovereignty poses favour- 
able conditions for the emer- 



gence of a social consensus 
which includes local, regional 
and national interests.... That is 
why we believe that sovereignty 
is a social project for Québec, 
today and tomorrow.” 

Roy explains that the strug- 
gle for Québec independence 
has been historically linked to 
the labour movement’s efforts 
to break away from the domi- 
nation of foreign control of 
capital in the province. 

In the development of this 
struggle, “the unions became 
the spokespeople for independ- 
ence in Québec — independ- 
gj cnce in the broad sense, finan- 
? cial and political.” 

For the past 14 years, mem- 
| bers of the CSN have expressed 
> the nationalism of Québec’s la- 
o bour movement by voting for a 
g pro-sovereignty position in an- 
£ nual congresses. 

< However, the recent wind of 
“neo-liberalism” has been taken 
up by the PQ. For Roy, this is 
indicative of the PQ’s lack of 
social orientation. 

“Do we want to give our 
country a government that is 
not capable of protecting the 
health and social services sector? 
People do not want to construct 
a country founded on the ruins 
of the education system,” Roy 
says. 

That Gerald La Rose and 
the CSN are asking different 
questions and have both criti- 
cised the FAS for using “mis- 
placed union tactics,” under- 
scores the fundamental differ- 
ence between their visions, ac- 
cording to Begely. 

“The CSN makes a distinc- 
tion that it is not a political 
question — PQ or no PQ, 
[Québec] must go towards in- 
dependence.” 

The FAS, on the other hand, 
will not, accept “sovereignty for 
sovereignty’s sake,” Begely ex- 
plains. 

“Change for change’s sake,” 
asserts Begely , “is scary, while 
change with some plan is differ- 
ent." 

Demoralising 

workers 

In its May conference, the 
FAS proposed a series of strikes 
to be held by the hospital union 
members to counter the Rochon 
reforms. 

The proposal \r -, defeated, 
with most unions preferring to 
keep quiet and engage in nego- 
tiations instead. While LaRose 
saw this as an endorsement of 
his view that the reforms are re- 
deemable, Roy and Begely saw 



it as an indication that workers 
have been demoralised. 

Roy sees this as a phenom- 
enon occurring across Canada. 
“The ordinary person, coast to 
coast in Canada, is not saying 
anything” about the economic 
priority that the governments in 
the provinces and in Canada 
have taken, says Roy 

“These economic 
orientations are purported by 
the politician and the media. 
They arc then anchored into the 
population — our members in- 
cluded.... They think that ‘it is 
necessary to reduce the deficit’ 
and ‘it is necessary to reduce 
services’” 

This has meant, continues 
Roy, that since 1982, “there have 
been cuts to jobs, no provision 
for replacements, wage freezes 
and hiring freezes. Since 1982 
we have not been able to suc- 
cessfully fight this phenom- 
enon.” 

Roy’s views echo those 
taken by the former FAS presi- 
dent, Sylvio Robinson: the pub- 
lic service workers in Québec 
suffer from a “virus of defeat.” 

Ironically, Rochon himself 
declared that one of the prob- 
lems faced by the public sector 
is the demoralisation of person- 
nel. 

For Roy, “these pretty 
words," matched with the bla- 
tant contradiction of the health 
package, “show that Rochon has 
no vision.” 

Roy points out that “those 
who work in the hospitals are 
under great pressure right now. 
There is a will in our members 
to leave the public sector.” 

The attack from all sides of 
the governing parties, the PQ 
being no exception, means that 
“the public sector is no longer a 
meaningful place for people 
where they feel they can develop 
themselves.” 

The FAS, however, remains 
pro-sovereigntist. “We do be- 
lieve that in an independent 
Québec there is more of a 
chance for the working class to 
gain ground because there is a 
certain decentralisation of 
power.” 

But Roy remains wary of 
the PQ as the governing body of 
an independent Québec. 

“People have to realise that 
the referendum is not an elec- 
tion; it opens up the future of 
Québec and this is not the fu- 
ture of a group in society, nor 
the future of a political party, 
nor that of one particular per- 
son. It is the future all 
Quebeckers.” 
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1 ‘Housing 

'France, Nice FroncfTluviera^ 

sea and mountains, for rent apt, all 
furnished and equipped for 2 with 
view and balcony. Available for 2, 3 
weeks or 1, 2, 3...months. Call eve. 
V905-272-4444. , 

3-Help Want ed 

Entrepreneurs roquired. 
Business, management, sales or 
teaching experience preferred. 
Multilingualism an asset. Rick Blatter 
M.Sc. (514)625-1352. 

/Models, actors, extras A 

Opportunities for all ages and sizes. 
fashion, TV, print, film. 633-8605. J 

/Earn free trips & cashlA 
Breakaway Tours is looking for moti- 
vated students, organizations & 
clubs to promote spring break & ski 
trips! Call Steeve 1-800-465-4257. 



CLASSIFIED ADS 



1 0’RlDES/T ICKETS^^l* 



./Success to all students. 

i WordPerfect 5.1. Term papers, 

I résumés, applications, transcription 
: of micro-cassettes. Editing of gram- 
i mar. 27 yrs. experience. Si ,75/D.S.P, 

I 7 days/week. Campus / Peel / 

■ Sherbrooke. Paulette / Roxanne 288- 
, V 9638/288 -0016. 7 

(McGill College/Sherbrooke 

' quality word processing of term 
papers, theses, résumés, bilingual. 
Also diskette laser printing at 600 
Vdpl. Ginette 848-0423. 

6-Services Offered 

^xperiencec^dîtor/proofrëâd^' 

er/ writer/tutor. Help with your stu- 
dent papers, theses, manuscripts, 
résumés translation Spanish/French 
/English. Call Marian 765-9804 7 
V Days/week v 

[ Post Office S 

Variété David Cho Closest to 
McGill 2001 University. Mon-Fri 
8:00am-6:00pm. We offer parcel ser- 
vice. Priority courier, xpress post, 
registered mail, money orders etc. 
\.Tel, 844-6455. ^ 

Editing/tutoring by English Ph.D. 
Papers and theses in English, social 
sciences, and humanities. 933-8652. 

7-For Sale 

Yamaha 16 channel mixer model 
MCI 604 very good condition cost 
$1700 asking price $1000 or best offer- 
call 336-4443. 

Computer: (Educational prices) 

The lowest price in your area. Modem, 
printer, CD-ROM, Hard-disk, scanner & 
Microsoft products. Just call: 844-9862 
10am-6pm. 

^New womens clothos retro fromA 
1940 through 1975, for theatre, 
Hallowe'en or especially for fun. 
Prices start at 50c. Please call 276- 
18447. 



/ Concert/Hockey tickets 

sale. Green Day Oct. 27 Mtl Forum. 
Mil Canadiens Hockey-Great seats 
^available. For info call Joe 362-9302. j 

1 1-Lost & Found 

Found calculator. Call Mike 366-8788. 

12-Personal 

Impatience, relationships, self- 
confidence, self-improvement. We 
have started a free Dianetics (R) 
Center, one night a week at 4145 St. 
Hubert St. Talk to others who know 
how to use Dianetics. Watch videos, 
listen to cassettes. Coffee, cookies, 
etc. Wednesday 7:00pm. Call Darrel 
for info 522-3473. 

Vive le Québec Libre... sans politi- 
cien! Votez OUI pour la souveraineté 
de l'individu, votez NON au monopole 
de l'état. Parti Libertarian (514) 625- 
1352. 

Long live a free Québec... free of 
politicians! Vote YES for individual 
sovereignty, vote NO to state 
monopoly. Libertarian Party: (514) 625- 
1352, _ 

1 3-Lessons/Courses 



Ka-Ju-Kon-Bo solf-dofense. 

Body and mind conditioning. 
Mon/Wed/Fri. 7-9pm Adults: 
$40/month. World Gym Cote St. Luc 
Shopping Center Costas Baralis 
V 761-3547. i ) 

Private English Tutor— All Levels 
for creative writing, conversational Eng 
as a second language, reading of terni 
papers by McGill finai year Eng Lit 
Student. Affordable rates. 847-0341. 

14-Notices 

McGill Nlghtllne open 9pm-3am a 
confidential and anonymous line. We 
offer listening, referrals and informa- 
tion. Call at 398-6246 398-MAIN. 

'As a full-time student, you are a > 
member of the Quebec Public 
Interest Research Group (QPIRG). If 
you wish to relinquish your member- 
ship in this organization and claim 
your $3 refund, come to 3647 
^university, 1-5pm, October 10-31. > 

Fed up with lying/conniving politi- 
cians? The only way to ensure honesty 
in politics is to limit the power of all 



ATTENTION 

Potential entrcpcneurs! Want to 
be your own boss? No idea how 
to start? What business to get 
into? Here’s your opportunity! 
This Anarnotion seminar is for 
you! You’ll leave with many 
ideas/product... Start your busi- 
ness- low start-up costs, can be 
home-based, etc. Call 728-7012 to 
register for Nov. 1 seminar, 7pm, 
$25, $10 (Students/unemployed). 



politicians regardless of their colour. 
Libertarian Parly: 625-1352. 

Agissez! En avez-vous ras-le-bol 
des politiciens menteurs et trompeurs? 
La seule façon de responsabiliser 
TOUS les est de limiter leur pouvoir, 
peu importe leur couleur. Parti 
Libertarian (514) 625-1352. 



Libertarian (514) 625-1352. 

15-Volunteers 

'Volunteers needed on McGilP 
campus for teeter totter event in con- 
junction with Children's Missing 
Network Oct 26-28. Call 289- 
y9984/mleder@mcgill.caTHNX. > 

1 8-Miscellaneous 

New ago politics: Honesty, less 
, government, less taxes, greater per- 
sonal freedom and responsibility. The 
“Just do it" generation. Call us: 
Libertarian Party 625-1352. 
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J’almo la Reine! Pourquoi? Parce 
que les lois du “Commonwealth" protè- 
gent nos droits et libertés fondamen- 
taux contre la tyrannie fie tous les gou- 
vernements, peu Importe leur couleur. 
Parti Libertarien: (514) 625-1352. 



Bulldog ♦' 
Productions 1 (in 

collaboration with the 

McGill Daily) 

is giving away tix 
to: 




ANTHONY BURGE// 



For Saturday 
November 4 8pm 
At the Rialto 
Theatre 5723 Park 
Ave. 

All you gotta do is 
come to room B-07 
Student Union 
Building On November 
1st. 

Cowrie one, come all. 
Limited Tix 
Available 

FREE TIX 



ÜMIIWîIvlHIiM 
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Students Needed ! 



SSMU FALL REFERENDUM 

POLLS ARE NOW OPEN - 3 DAYS ONLY 




OCTOBER 23-25, 1995 






POLL LOCATIONS AND HOURS 


Location 


Mon. Oct. 23 


Tues. Oct 24 


Wed. Oct. 25 


Bishop Mountain 


11:30-2:00 


11:30-2:00 

4:30-7:00 


2:00-5:00 


Bronfman 


11:00-4:00 


10:00-2:30 


10:00-4:00 


Burnside Hall 


11:00-4:00 


10:00-2:30 


10:00-4:00 


Chancellor Day 


Closed 


10:00-2:30 


10:00-4:00 


Currie Gym 


Closed 


2:00-7:00 


12:00-5:00 


Douglas Hall 


Closed 


5:00-7:00 


Closed 


Education 


Closed 


1:00-4:00 


10:00-4:00 


Leacock 


11:00-4:00 


10:00-2:30 


10:00-4:00 


McConnell Eng 


11:00-4:00 


10:00-2:30 


10:00-4:00 


McIntyre Med. * 


1:30-4:00 


1:30-7:00 


Closed 


Music 


Closed 


10:00-1:00 


11:00-2:30 


Redpath Library * 


Closed 


10:00-5:00 


10:00-5:00 


Royal Vic. College 


11:30-2:00 


11:30-2:00 


Closed 






5:00-7:00 




Shatner Centre 


11:00-5:00 


10:00-7:00 


10:00-5:00 


Solin Hall 


Closed 


4:00-7:00 


Closed 


Stewart Biology 


11:00-1:30 


10:00-1:00 


10:00-1:00 


Thomson House 


11:30-2:00 


11:30-2:00 


Closed 


* There have been minor changes to the polling times at McIntyre Med and Redpath. 


Exercise your right to vote! 17 convenient locations! 3 days! 
Don’t know the questions? Drop by the SSMU desk. Results will be 


announced at 8:00 p.m. on Wednesday in the Shatner building. 



.iUilll'M woo+SSS 

working for Cruise Ships or Land-Tour Companies. 
World Travel (Hawaii, Mexico, the Carbbean, etc.). 
Seasonal and Full-Time employment avai able. No exp. 
necessary. For info call: /An 

Cruise Employment Services 

(206) 634-0468 ext C40051 S 



TRAVEL ABROAD & WORK! 



• Teach Conversational English in Asia • 

Make up to $25-^45 per hour teaching basic conversational English 
abroad. Japan, Taiwan, and South Korea. Positions also available 
in Thailand, China, and Indonesia. Many Employers provide room 
& board plus other benefits. No teaching background or Asian 
languages required. For more information, call one of our 
representatives at International Employment Group : 

WM INTERNATIONAL 

EMPLOYMENT (206)632-1146 
E^Cfle ROUP ext. J40051 



NOW OPEN & 

., C-oSé. Bee«z 

Relax on i 

comfortable But most of all enjoy 1 

couches ‘ill Vermont's#! choice 

Read interesting Tli ^ / ]/ r ’ GREEN 

books ZLsCXïe/ MOUNTAIN 

Meet some ' \ ¥ c . COFFEE 

PxRxlxExNxDxS ,/ DBanZJ Freshly brewed every 



But most of all enjoy 
Vermont's #1 choice 
•GREEN 
MOUNTAIN 
COFFEE 
Freshly brewed every 
day, anytime 



coffee 
soft drinks 
desserts 
sandwich 



f™. I 



3469 Ave. Du Parc, 499*9908 

(between Sherbrooke & Milton) 



7 Buy any item A get a freshly 
’’ brewed cup of gourmet coffee 

FREE 

Present this coupon 
upon purchase 










f 4 X N 
.CD-ROM 



Brilliant 

Colour 

Printing 






COLOUR L-. 4 

ActionNote 6 60 C 



$80 per 
month 



Fast 486DX2-66MHz Processor 
Large 10.3" Passive Colour Display 
with Built-In Local Bus Video 
8MB Rain , 340MB HDD, 3.5" FD 
Type HI PCMCIA Slot 
Built-In Trackball 

■ î * • < f . *•«,' f . •* -j\ ' i • • , 

*• V •/.?- *■ : ... •. 

$79 per month 



'if.-v.' 

■ "*V* : 
; 









yi6 Bif^ 

Sound 1 
Card 4^i 



■ 

I*. 



j&{itAÎTÿ; 



14.4 4 
FAX 

Modem 



v .s «H u# J* 1 ff 

•^.5 V* ». 1 J. »t. 

$109 per 
month 



444 Rene-Levesque West, Corner Bleury 

... ... . . ... .. 



ieuve West, Corner Stanley 
/Fax (514) 288 -7800 / 



(514; 861 -7552/ Fax (5)4) 861 -6459 



' 



Award-winning Photo 
Quality Colour Printing 
for the Whole family. 

- Photo Quality colour in 
EPSON 720 DPI mode fg 
■ Print on plain or special paper W 



Colour II 

720X720 dpi 
Quality Colour 
True black laser 



Print on plain paper 
Windows & MAC 
Compatible 



Stylus 800+ 



Affordable Ordinary 
Ink jet, but its print 
quality is Extraordinary. 

- 360 * 360 DPI 

l^r*VJ - I20CPS L Q 
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Northwestern College of Chiropractic 
2501 West 84th Street 
Bloomington, MN 55431 
1-800-888-4777 



Northwestern College of Chiropractic 

Professional Success Through Clinical Excellence 

For S3 years, Northwestern College ol Chiropractic has been preparing doctors 
ol chiropractic. We have more than 3,000 graduates across the globe who arc 
successful, productive clinical practitioners. 

Northwestern College ol Chiropractic will provide you: 

• A well-rounded, rigorous education integrating the basic and clinical 
sciences, diagnosis. X-ray, chiropractic therapeutics and practice management 

• Clinical education through every step ol the curriculum, beginning with 
hands-on chiropractic technique classes in the first trimester 

• Limited enrollment, small classes (1 1:1 student to faculty ratio), individual 
attention Irom faculty, and easy access to educational resources 

• Clinical internships within 35 Minnesota community clinics and live College 
public clinics 

• A research center known internationally as a leader in clinically-controlled 
research trials, which is dedicated to advancing the knowledge ol chiropractic 

• Extensive financial aid resources 

• Final term, full-time private practice internships in clinics around the world 



For a personal visit or more detailed informa lion, call a Northwestern 
Admissions counselor at I -800-888-4777. You'll discover the exceptional 
difference an education at Northwestern can make in your life. 



M.U.S. PRESENTS McGILU’S 1996 

Aids benefit fashion show 



Try-outs will be held in Union Cafeteria 

(3480 McTavish) 

Tues. Oct. 24 & Wed. Oct. 25 
7pm-9pm 



EVERYONE IS WELCOME 
FOR INFO 398-7292 



FRIEDMAN & FRIEDMAN 

Chartered Accountants - Comptables agréés 



tNËX-IÂ 



INTERNATIONAL 

8000 Decade Blvd., Suite 500, Montréal, Québec H4P2S4 
Tél.: (514) 731-7901 Fax: (514) 731-2923 



Access Imo-Tcch 



EPSON SPECIALS 

EPSON AUTHORIZED RESELLER & SERVICE CENTER 



MULTIMEDIA 



ActionLaser 1100 

Advanced Laser Printing 
At A Personal Laser Price! 

s - Fast 4ppm 

- 300 dpi resolution 



Powerful 
and Versatile 
Fullfeatured 
Notebook 



' ALL PRICES ARE CASH, CERT. CHEQUE, INTERAC OR McGILL P/O PRICES. Quantity is limited. Details in Store. 



FREE 
TIX 

Bulldog 

Productions 

( in 

collaboration 
with; the 

McGill i 

Daily) is 
giving away 
tix to: 



AMTHOMVB1KOESS 



For Saturday; 
|. November 4 
8pm 

At the Rialto 
Theatre 5723 
Park Ave. , 

All you gotta 
do is come to 
room B-07 
Student Union 
Building On 
November 1st. 
Come one, 
come all. 
Limited Tix 
Available 

FREE 

T? IXr i 












